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BRITISH CRITIC, 


For JANUARY, 1812. 


*Twixt Truth and Error there’s this difference known, 
Error is fruitful, Truth is only one, Hexrices 


Art. I. Afiatic Refearches: or Tranfattions of the Society» 
inflituted in Bengal, for enquiring into the Hiftery and Anti- 
quities, the Arts, Sciences, and Literature, of Afia. Velume 
the Ninth. 4to. Calcutta: Printed byThomas Hubbard, at 
the Hindooftanee Prefs. 1807. 


SINCE our laft Review of thefe important Refearches inte 

the Hiftory and Antiquities of Afia, two additional vos 
lumes have reached Europe, to which our attention would 
have been paid earlier, had it not been engaged by the un- 
common influx of very important publications at home, both 
of a theological and political nature. Amid the great and 
eventful fcenes pafling around us on the wide theatre of 
Europe, the agitated mind of the beholder can feldom be 
fufficiently tranquillized, to take a calm philofophical view 
of what paffed two thoufand years ago in Afia, and the rapid 
progrefs of modern arts and fcience {carcely allows us time 
to gratify curiofity, in contemplating the flow advances to 
knowledge of ages long buried in oblivion. 

Unfortunately too in exploring the Sanscrit mine for 
buried treafures of ania Y we cannot always be certain 
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of the ground on which we tread; and the two volumes 
about to be confidered will, we fear, too evidently display 
what extenfive and daring forgeries the hand of bralimin 

erfidy hath committed, even when fubjeéts the moft facred 
live been concerned. The fufpicions of Sir W. Jones and 
others concerning the interpolations in the Puranas of paf- 
fages from the apocryphal gofpels will be proved to be fully 
confirmed ; and the Chrifliau, reader will be fhocked to 
find applied to one of their tubulous heroes, varigus inei- 
dents related in feriprure, concerning the Saviour of the. 
world; his coming announced by preceding prophets, his 
being born of a Vergm,~ his’ nominal earthly "progenitor, A 
Canventer, &c. OF this child, too, tt was prediéted 
that the kingdom of a certain great monarch, then reigning, 
fhould be fubverted by him, which monarch, in conle- 
quence, with the ragé of another Herod, made war upon the 
infant, when only five years old, but was deftroyed by the 
latter, togesher with all-lus army.. The little varieties sn the 
relation, only tend more {lrongly to manilefl the frand. We 
thall give the entire paffage prefently, witli our remarks upon 
it at {ome length, as we think the examination and refutation 
ot fuch a bold and bafelefsimpotture,anore important than 
all their romantic accoynis of the feven dweepas, into which 
they divide the earth; or the mightier imaginary circles, by 
which they »bound the heavens, .. Of thefe: however, due 
notice mult be taken ay we proceed; and pafling by the firtt 
two articles, which ai of a mathematical nature’ and only 
locally important to the resident Indian, we enter on. the 
fecond Effay of Mr. Wilford contained in his extended and 
curious Di/quifition on the Sacred Ijles in the Weft. 

‘fey 2. Aen ; orthe Gangetic provinces, and more par 
ticularly of Maghadha. 

The reader, by reverting to our Review for April, 1810, 
will obferve that of the feven dweepas, or iflands,. ob, which 
the globe confifls, with the great mountain Meru, the abode 
of the Gods inthe centre, the firfl is Jambu dweepa, or India. 
We inferted in that review the geographical account, from 
ancient authorities, of the provinces compofing , Gangetic 
{udia, th: molt important to Britons of any part of that vaft 
conuncat. Weare now to enter upon the hiftorical account 
of them, as far as can be colle&ed from the fame. sources, 
the puranas, aided by claffical authorities. We would wil- 
lingly, for the benefit of our readers, condenfe this immenfe 
mafs of quotation, were it poflible to mould it into any regue 
Jar hiftorical form: but it exceeds our powers, from its t 
extent and defultorinefs. Mr Wilford muft, therefore, 
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fpeak in his own perfon; and, in the firft place concerning 
the name and limnts of Maghada, where the firfl Indian em- 
pire was eftablifhed, he obfeives as follows. 


«© The kingdom of Magad‘ha in Anu.Gangam is the province 
of fouth Bahér, and is acknowledged to be thus called, from the 
Megas, who came from the Dewvip'a of Sa'ca, and fettied in tht 
country, which was called before Cieatd ; from which, its princi- 
pal river, the Fulgo, is called Cacuthis by Anntan. Mapgad'ha 
or Mozadba is called Moktab in the dyin. Acberi, The Chinefe, 
according to Mr. De Gyrents, call it Mokiato, and Mokito, and 
Kemerer fays, that the Japanefe call the country, in which 
‘Sa‘cya was born, Magatta-kokf, or country of Magatta, Ata 
bian, and Perfian writers, and travellers called it Maddd: for one 
of them, according to D’Hersetor, fays, that the a Rep of — 
India refid-d in that country. Mdbad, Mabed and Tabet are, I 
conceive, derived from Mubad. which, according to the learned 
Hyne, is a contraftion from Mughdbad, or the learned among ‘the 
Mugh;, or Magas ; and the author of the Dabijtan calls a certain 
fe&t of Brahmens, if not the whole of them, Mahbdd. From 
Magad’ha they made alfo Maiet, and Muiet. ‘Thefe appear gene. 
rally as two different countries; but I believe, they are but one. 
Thus Maiorta, one of the Comorro Mlands, is called by former 
European travellers Maiotte, and Magotte, anfwering to Maied 
and Magad’ha, The fame is mentioned’ in the Peutingerian 
Tables, under the name of Erymatpe ; which appellation, being 
probably obtained through the information of Arabian travellers, 
and merchants, f2ems to be derived, either from the Arabie Ex.1. 
MATED, the inhabitants of Maied; or from A/maied, in the fame 
manner that they fay AL-Tipet, Au-stn. Former European’ 
travellers mention a country called Mewas, in the Eaftern parts of 
India, and which can be no other than Mddat: and inftead of 
Modube in Putxy, we fhould, probably, read Mobeda, anfwering 
to the Ex-1-marep of Arabian travéllers, On the. borders of 
Elymaide, toward the N.E. are the Ly modi mountains, neat which | 
were elephants in great numbers. Magad'ha proper is South. 
Bahar: but, when its kings had conquered, according to feveral 
Purdz'as, the whole of the Gangetic Provinces, ( whieh they con. 
fidered afterwards, as their patrimonial demefnes;) J.agad’ha be- 
came fynonymous with Anu-Gangam, or countries lying on the 
banks of the Ganges. ‘The Gangetic Provinces are called to this 
day, Anwkhenk or Anonkbek in Tibet ; and Endede by the Tartats ; 
and they have extended this appellation to all India.’’ P. 32. 


Of this kingdom the race of Pali, or Bali, were the firft 
regular fovereigns, and Paliputra, or Palibothra the firft 
capital. Thefe, however, were not of the fame family that 
reigned under the name of Palibothri, on.the throne of . 
hada, in the time of Alexander and his {ucceflors. The 
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family at that time on the throne, were the defcendants of 
king MAHA-Nanpba, who had ajjiemed the ancient title of 
Bali, and Maha-bali; and thefe were, thortly after that wera, 
dethroned by the well-known revolution that took place q 
under CHANDRA-Gu PTA, the SANDROCOTTUS of claffic e 
writers. Concerning Maha-nanda and Sandrocottus much 2 
will occur in the fucceeding article, but we muft not pafs, 
unnoticed, the corre€ted account at p. 48. of the Royal road, 
mentioned, and much mifieprefented, by Pliny, from the banks 
of the Indus to Palibothra, becaufe that correction is of im- 

rtant utility towards fettling the ancient geogiaphy of 

ndia. 


‘« The Royal road, from the banks of the Zndus to Palibothra, 
may be cafily made out from Puiny’s account, and from the Peu. 
tingericn tables. According to Dionystus Perieceres, it 
was called alfo the Ny/ean road, becaufe it led from Palibothra, 
to the famous city of Ny/z. It had been traced out, with par- 
ticular care ; and at the end of every /xdian itinerary meafure, 
there was a fmall column ereficd. Mecastnenss does not 
give the name of this Jxdian meafure, but fays that it confifted of 
ten ftades. This, of courfe, could be no other than the aftrono. 
mical, or Panjébi cofs; one of which is equal co 1.23 Britith 
miles. 

‘¢ Primy’s account of this Royal road, is, at firft fight, moft 
extravagant ; and of courfe, inadmiffible. But on confidering the 
whole, with due attention, we fhall immediately perceive, that 

















in the original, from which it was extracted, it confifted of two 
diftin® accounts, or reckonings : the firft was, that of the inter. 
mediate diftances, between every ftage ; and the fecond, contained 
the aggregate fum of thefe diftances, for every ftage. Puryy, s 
whofe inaccuracy is notorious, felected out of them, only a few 3 
diftances, and ftages, here and there : and I have prefumed to pre- a 
| fent the whole, arranged in the following manner, | 
| From the /xdus and Peucolais, - Rom. Mil. ‘2 
| To Taxila, . ° - 60 = 
Hyda/pes, ° - * = emitecd 120 be 
| Acefines, e ° « ditto omitted 
i} Hydr cotes, P . ditto ditto a 
| Hyphafs, . . - 49 390 a 
| There ended ALEXANDER’s conquefts, - - a 
TT and a new reckoning begins - - e 
| Heftdrus, - - - 168 
: Fomanes, . é o : 368 omitted 
| Some add 5 miles, e ts ° ° 
i? Ganges, . - - 113 ditto 
| Rodapba, - . : 119 325 
it Calinipaxa, : - - 167 500 
- feme fay, « e 265 
i 4 Conflux 
1 
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Conflux of the Zomanes with the Ganges, omitted 625 
they generally add 13 miles, (638) = - ° . 
Palibothra. - - - 425 omitted, 


‘© Here we have, firft, 390 miles, from the Jvdus to the end of 
the conquefts of ALEXANDER : and thence, 638 miles, to the con- 
flux of the Jumma with the Ganges; making in all 1028 milés, 
for the diftance from the Jrdus to Allahabad. ‘Thefe diftances 
were given in the original in ftadia, which Puiny reduced into 
miles, at the rate of eight to one mile: and, by turning again his 
miles into ftadia, we may eafily find out the original numbers, 
Thus, his 1028 miles give 8224 ftadia, at the rate of eight to one 
mile. Again, thefe 8224 ftadia, divided by ten, give 822,4 Céy, 
or 205°6 Yéjazas, equal to 1012 Britith miles: and Major 
Rewnewt, after a laborious and learned inveftigation, finds 1030 
miles between the Indus and Allababad, through Dehli, Bat 
royal road, according to Piiny, from the context; and more 
pofitively, according to the Peutingerian Tables, paffed areee 
at ey af which gives an increafe, between the Jndus, and Alla. 
babad, of ten miles nearly, making in all 1040 miles.” P. 50, 


Effay 3. . Of the Kings of Magadha ; their Chronology. 
In this effay an attempt is made to iy the chronolog 
of the moft ancient kings of India, the folar and lunar jedt- 


“ties, we mean ; which appellation they bear, and commence 


with the reign of JupisSHTER, immediately after the Pra- 
LAYA, or ficod; or $100 years before Chrift. The following 
paflage is important, and contains what is uncommon in 
thefe Indian chronological difcuflions, a tolerably regular 
fucceflion of dates. | 


‘* The beginning of the Cali_yuga, confidered as an aftronomi- 
cal period, is fixed and unvariable ; 3044 years before Vicrama.- 
pitya, or 3100 B.C. But the beginning of the fame, confi. 
dered either as a civil, or hittorical period, is by no means agreed 
upon, 

Me In the Vifonu, Brahmdnda, and Vayu Purduas, it is declared, 
that from the beginning of the Cali-yaga, to Mana-Nawpa’s 
acceflion to rhe throne there were exactly 1015 years. This Em. 
peror reigned 28 years ; his fons 12; in all 4o; when CHanpRa. 
Gurra afcended the throne, 315 years B.C. The Cali.yuga 
then began 1370 B.C. or 1314 before Vicrama’pitya: and 
this is confirmed by an obfervation of the place of the Solftices, 
made im the time of Para‘’sa’ra, and which, according to Mr. 
Davis, happened 12g: years B. C. or nearly fo. Parna‘sa’ra, 
the father of Vya'sa, died a little before the beginning of the 
Cali.yuga. It is remarkable that the firft obfervations of the 
Colures, in the weft, were made 1953 years before Curist, about 
the fame time nearly, according to Mr. Ba1Lui. 

* Inthe fame Pardu'as, it is alfo deciared, that, from the 
Dy nefiy of the Nanvas, to king Purina’s, therc would elapfe 
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$36 years. Putoma’, or Lomapt, called Povtomren, Ouro. 
wren, and Ovromrento, in the annals of Chiva, diced in the 

car 648, according to De Guicnes. This paflage from the 
Brabmde'de is obfcure, being in a prophetical ftyle: the words 
are: © From the birth of Parscsurta to Nanva (1 fuppofe 
his accellion to the throne) there will be tots years: trom 
Naepa to Puroma’ and the Anpuras, 896 years.” Nanpa 
died 327 years B.C. and Putoma’ in the year 648, according 
to the Annals of China: the difference is 975 years, inilead of 
836. 

ye If we fuppofe, that the $36 years are to be reckoned, from 
the end of the Dynafy of Nana, inftead of the death of their 
primogenitor, the numbers will agree perfectly well. This 
Dynafty lated, cither 137, or 139 years, according to the Purdads ; 
which, added to 836, give exactly 975, the number of years re. 
guired.’”  P. 86, 


We fhould be induced to make feveral additional extraéls 
from this eflay, which is written ina Jels defultory manner 
than the preceding one, were we not anxious to devote as 
much {pace as pofhible to that facceeding, which contains the 
seticreblition before alluded to, and is entitled as follows. 

Effay4. Vieramaditya and Salivabana; their re/pedtive 
@ras, wilh an account of the Bala-rayas, or Balhar emperors. 

The two grand civil eras of the Hindoos are diftinguifhed 
by the names of the two celebrated perfonages above-men- 
tioned, VicRAMADITYA and SALIVAHANA, or, as the 
latter word 1s fometunes written SALBAHAN; acircumftance 
which decifively marks the power and the eminence to which 
they were re{pectively exalted on Hindoftan ; for he who 
could give his name to a cycle, muft himfclf have been of no 
fmall diffinttion in his day. The former xra, according to 
Sir W, Jones *, commenced 56 years before Chrift; the late 
ter, according to Mr. Wilford’s own ftatement in the eifay 
before us, 78 years affer Chrift, being the period of Saliva- 
hana’s death. The firfl of thefe fovereigns was prince of 
Ucein (Ptolemy's Ozenc) in Malva, highly renowned as a 
conqueror, as well as a patren of arts and fciences, particu. 
larly aflronomy, and fo much in favour with Indra, the Hin- 
doo God of the firmament, that he obtained from that deity 
the fingular boon ‘* that his country fhould never be vifited 
by drought.” 


To enjoy this enviable bleffing under a burning climate, 
during the life of a mere mortal, did not fatisfy the boundlefs 
ambition of that mighty monarch; he wifhed to prolong his 
exillence on earth to a far more extended period, and, by dint 
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* On the Indian Chronology, in Afiat. Refearch. Vol. II. p. 
344. Calcutta edit. 
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ef fafling and prayer, he obtained his defire of CALI-DE V Ay 
or the goddefs who prefides over the cycles of Time. The 
following paflage records the fact, and at the fame ume inve- 
duces to us, bis young and predicted dellroyer Satava- 
HANA. 


« Vicrama’pirya made a defperate tapa/ra, in order to ob. 
tain power and a long life from Cr'L1-pe'v1, and as fhe feem. 
ingly continued deat to his intreativs, he was going to cut off his 
own heal, when fhe appeared, and granted him anditturbed fway 
over all the world for 1000 years, after which a divine child, 
born ot a virgin, and the fon of the great ACsSHACA, carpenter 
or artift, would deprive him beth of his kingdom and of his lifer 
Such are the words of the Vicrama.Charita: andin the Cumdricd. 
chaude it 1s faid, that this would happen m the year of the Celi. 


yuga 3101, anfwering to the fir of the Chrifian Era. Thus 


Vicrkama pitya reigned for 1000 years nearly, unmolefted, in 
the enjoyment of every rational pleafure, and never troubling 
himfelf about his latter end; till, recollecting the prophecies 
about this wonderful child, and that the time for their being ful. 
filled was near at hand, he grew very uneafy, and fent people all 
over the world, to find him out, that he might deftroy him: and 
having difcovered the place of his abode, he advanced at the head 
of an immenfe army, bet was defeated, and loft his life, by the 
hand of this divine child, who was then five years of age,”’ P. 118, 


Such, in a fhort compafs, is the hiftory of this wonderful 
child, Salivahana, born in the firft year of the Chriftian wxra, 
and therelore, co-eval with its founder. There are, as ufual 
in thele Indian hiftorical details, feveral varieties of the flory 
which are detailed by Mr. Wilford, but this is the fam and 
burthen of them all. A mightpand tyranical monarch deftroyed 
by a divine child, bornof a virgin, according toan ancient predic. 
tion; and that monarch fruftrated in every [cheme to afjaffinate, 
in infamy, his predicted deftroyer! Little more occurs in this 
effay concerning his future life, than that, after flaying 
Vicramaditya, as it was predicted he fhould, he became a 
Muni, or holy man, and, like his great Exemplar, withdrew 
for a feafon into defert folitudes that he might give himfelf 
up to devout contemplation; whence, however, in due 
time he emerged to become the fovereign head of a great 
dynafty, that continued to flourifh as kings of Weftern India 
down almoft as low as the period of tbe irruption of Mah- 
mud of Gazna, in the beginning of the eleventh century, 
The race of Salbahan, indeed, was not wholly extinét, even 
when Timur invaded-India, in the fourteenth century, for 
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that conqueror found, according to Shereffeddin, his Perfian 
biographer, at Toglocpoor, a town to the north weft of Delhi, 
a tribe called SAaLWAN ; (fo SALBAHAN is pronounced, 
according to Mr. Wilford, in the weftern parts of India,) 
and thefe, on account of their religious tenets which were a 
ftrange mixture of Magian and Manichean fuperfitten, 
(by which the myftery of Salivahana’s hitlory and aétions is 
in a great degree unfolded,) he ordered to be maffacred, and 
their town to be burned. P. 212. 

The marked refemblance fubfifting between many parts 
of the hiffory of the Indian God, Crisuna, and that of 
our Bleffed Saviour is judicioufly attributed by Sir W. Jones, 
in one of his earlicit differtations, to the artful frauds of the 
Brahmins in interpolating their facred books with extracts 
fromthe /purtous go/pels ; through whatever channel they might 
have reached that diftant country. In faé& thofe channels were 
numerous, and as the fubje& is of confiderable importance, 
we thall trace them in fucceffion, through the early centuries 
of the Chriftian ara. 

It is the opinion of Fabricius, promulged in the preface 
to his large colle&ion of writings of this kind, in two 
volumes under the title of Codex Apecryphus Novi Tefta- 
menti *, and of the learned Mofheim +, that even defore the 
clofe of the firft century many of thefe treatifes compofed b 
well-difpofed, but weak and credulous Chriftians, or by bafe 
calumniators of chnitianity, were widely difperfed wie a 
the oriental regions ; and certainly fufhicient time had elapfed 
for the arrival in India, of both the forged and genuine gof- 
pels, for their contents to be inferted in the earlieft legend 
that could be compiled concerning the miraculous fears of 
Salivahana. Whether or not, through the medium of St. 
Thomas, whoever that faint was, or any other difciple that 
originally p ated the Chriftian doftrines in India, the 
Hindoos firft became acquainted with the faéts thus interpo- 
lated, we know that, at the precife period under confidera- 
tion, there exifted a free intercourfe and a widely extended 
commerce between India and all the great capitals of Afia 
for the elegant fabrications of her looms, and the luxurious 

roduGtions of her foil, and by this wide channel the requi- 
te information might abundantly have been obtained. In 
the third century was promulgated the dreadful blaiphemy of 





® Fabricii Cod. Apoc. Vol. 1. p. 9. edit. 1703. 
+ Ecclefiaftical Hiftory Vol. I. p. 88. lait Lond, Edit. 
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the Perfian MANes, which yor the doftrines of the 
Magi with the Chriflian fyftem, could not fail of making the 
deepeft impreffion on the yf aammnbr. ya ra onl of 
India. ‘Thither, as well as to Tartary, and the other regions 
of the Higher Afia, after the death of their leader, his fol- 
lowers exiled from Perfia by the fevere and juft difcipline of 
the primitive church, fled in multitudes, and foon made nu- 
merous profelytes among a people eafily dazzled with a falfe 
glare, and already half infeéted with the Magian devotion. 
If the attraétive grandeur of the Manichzan fuperftition, 
added tothe affe&ted fanétity and fevere penances of its votaries, 
could for a time delude even fo great and penetrating a 
enius as Auguftine; what muft its effet have been upon 
lefs cultivated and difcriminating minds? As was to be ex- 
cones therefore, no fet obtained a wider and deeper in- 
uence in the Afiatic world ; nor ionger maintained its de- 
lufive fway, during the early centuries after Chrift, than that 
of Manes. By the Perfian difciples of that herefiarch, Chrift 
was confidered as the mediatorial Mithras; by his Indian 
followers the Chriftian Mefliah was venerated as the pre- 


. ferver Vifbnu, in the fublime avatar of Crifhna, the vanqui- 


fher of the envenomed ferpent, Calli-naga; literally the 
black ferpent. : 

If this period fhould ftill be thought too early for the in- 
troduction into India; and the confequent diffution of the 
dorines connefted with Chriftianity, for we cannot deno- 
minate opinions wild and romantic as thofe juft defcribed, 
its genuine doéftrines, the rife of the Neftorian feét in Syria, 
towards the beginning of the fifth century, and the wide and 
well-known eftablifhment of the prefbyters of that church 
on the coaft of Malabar, will help usto difpel every difficulty 
that obfcures this interefting fubjeft. The peculiar tenets 
of the author of that herefy, concerning the mixture of the 
divine and human nature in the perfon of Chrift, were fo 
extremely favourable to the prevailing Indian doctrine of in- 
carnations, from which doétrine the firft conception of the 
AVATARS of their Gods emanated, that we cannot be fur- 
prifed at their having ftrongly attraéted the notice, and fe- 
cured the belief of va naaioets of its inhabitams, The 
manner of their being blended together in that divine perfon, 
which according to Neftorius, was by a confufed mixture ot 
the two natures, whereas the orthodox dottrine inculcates 
rs their clofe and intimate union with each other, 
without their being mixed and confounded together, was 
a point beyond their ability or inclination to inveftigate ; it 
was fufficient for them that ‘the divine and human powers 
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uvre blended in thofe avatars, and manifefted in their more 
than mortal explo.ts. . 

Over how wide an extent of country, indeed, and in what 
amazing numbers, the difciples of Neftorius, in India, were 
feattered in the fixth century may be colleéted from. the ac- 
count of Cofinas Indicop'cuftes, who, as a merchant of 
Alexandria, fo frequently vifited India in that century, He 
flates that in Malabar, particularly, there was an eftablifhed 
ecclefiaflical government, with a regular bifhop at its head, 
and a train of fubordinate priefls and deacons to attend the 
other churches in that diftri€t, all fubje&t to the Metropo- 
Jitan bifhop of Seleucia in Perfia*. It will be remembered 
alfo, that according to Procopius, in this very, century, the 
breed of filk-worms, and a knowledge of that’ valuable 
manufacture were, under the aufpices of Juftinian,  firlt 
brought to Conftantinopie by ¢wo Chriflian monks, who are 
expre(sly faid to have been miffionaries in India, and to have 
travelled thence to China, where they learned the art t. 

The ancient accounts of India and China by two Mahom- 
medan travellers in the ninth ceutory, publifhed by M. 
Renaudot, fully confirm all the above particulars, with re- 


fpeét to the great extent and power of the Neflorian Church. 


in India, and during thefe mine centuries doubtlefs it was 
that the artifice of the fraudful brahmin was at work in de- 
corating his gods and heroes with {plendours facrilegioufly 
ftolen from the Chriftian altar, and in fabricating from the 
genuine and the f{purious gofpels, the fi€titious hiftory of 
Salivahana. 

Were it neceffury to the purpofe of this enquiry to defcend 
to ages later in time, and trace the wide-extended influence 
of the Neftorian faith through other nations of Afia, particu - 
larly in Tartary, Tibet, and thofe countries more immediately 
fituated on the confines of India, autherities would not be 
wanting, but may abundantly be met with in the pages of the 
aboye-cited writers, Fabricius, Mofheim, and others. We 
fhall not, however, at prefent migrate beyond thofe confines, 
During the fanguinary confli€ts, and wide defolation of fuc- 
ceeding centuries, occafioned by the irruption of Arabian, 
Perfian, and Tartar conquerors, the Neftorian Church feems 
to have flourifhed with unimpaired vigour in the remote 





* See Cofmas Indicopleuft. in Topograph, Chriftian. lib. 3, 
Ps 

+ Procopius, lib. 4. cap. 17. 

t See an exprefs Diflertation of Renaudot on the fubject annexed 
to thefe ancient accounts, P. 67.6 
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region of Malabar, and a more ftriking proof of it cannot be 
adduced than is to be found in the authentic fa@, that, when 
the Pottuguefe arrived in India, they found to their aftonifh- 
ment no lefs than one hundred Chriftian Churches on'that 
coalt, whofe repofe and umion, however, they bafely vio- 
Jated on account, as they averred, of the heretical dottrines 
profeffed by them, though in faét, avarice and ambition were 
the real principles that incited their perfecution. In {pite of 
all their fanatic rage, combined with the terrors of the bloody 
Inguifition eftablifhed by them at Goa, we are informed 
by Dr. Buchanan, that, even at this day, there {till remain in 
Malabar, no lefs than fifty-five churches protefling that creed, 
and a body of not lefs than fifty-thoufand Chriftians *, From 
thefe fources, and by thefe channels the Indians might ob- 
tain in abundance, and at a very early period both the genuine 
and the /purious gofpels, whofe pages they rifled for the pur- 
pofe of decorating the hiftory of their fabulous gods and 
heroes, for certainly the humble and illiterate apoftles had 
never read the legendary romances of the brahmins of 
Benares ! 

_ Mr. Wilkins, whofe authority is indifputable, has informed 
us, in the preface to the Heetopades, that few Sanfcrit books — 
bear either the name of the real author, or the date of 
the year in which they were written t.””. What turer fubs 
terfuge than this can be found for the moft daring impofi- 
tions ? And conviéted as the brahmins have been, in the in- 
ftance of Mr. Wilford, of direct and palpable torgery, how is 
it poffible to give them a moment’s credit for records and taéts 
not fanétioned either by the internal evidence of the volume 
itfelf, or other indifputable teftimony ! We are fully juftified 
therefore in ranking the miraculous birth and fupernatuial 
exploits of SALIVAHANA among the moft atrocious of their 
efforts of this fraudful kind, and we have no doubt in our own 
minds, that any other attempt at impofition in a fimilar way, 
on due invettigation, will meet with that deferved expofure, 
that gut {corn and indignation which mu infpire every 
Chriftian breaft in regard to the prefent. 


( To be concluded in our next, ) 





* See Dr. Buchanan’s Memoir, 58, 59 ; and our Review of it in 
Brit. Crit. Vol. XXVII, p. 217. 


+ Heetopades. p. 4. 
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je Chalmers’s Englife Poets. 


ArT. IH. The Works of the Englifh Poets, from Chaucer to 
Cowper ; including the Series edited, with Prefaces biograe 
phical and critical, by Dr. Samuel Johnfon ; and the moft 

proved Tranflations, The additional Lives by Alexander 
halmers, P.8S.A. Royal 8vo. 2i volumes. 251, Johnfon, 
and all the principal Bookfellers. 1810. 


HE experiment of an edition of the Poets in this form, 
was fi ft tried at Edimburgh, and was noticed by us in 
1796*, foon aher its completion. That edition was con- 
ducted by Dr. Anderfon of Edinburgh, and the lives were 
all compiled by him ; but they were compiled, as has fince 
been perceived, wih great carelefinefs; a more complete 
work of {ciflars and pafle than perhaps was ever produced 
before or fince. As this could not appear, but from an ac- 
curate collation of his lives with others which had been pub- 
lithed before, we mult be held excufed tor not having made 
the difcovery at the ume. The lives in thenVfelves are {i 
cious; it is not till they are fully traced that the mode of 
compilation can be deteéted. Anderfon’s work was com- 
ifed in thirteen volumes, of which the two laft, as the 20th 
and 2ift of thefe, contain a colle€tion of tranflations. The 
paper an:* print are, in this edition, very fuperior. 

The prefent work, being the property of the fame affocia- 
tion which publifhed the London “sad as they have been 
called, has the advantage of containing all Dr. Johnfon’s 
Lives, or Biographical and Critical Prefaces. The reft are 
fupplied by Mr. A. Chalmers, an author, on whofe eminent 
qualification for the tafk it is unneceflary to expatiate. The 
number of poets here admitted is 126; coniequently, as 
Dr. Johnfon wrote lives tor 51 only, and that of Young 
writen by Sir Herbert Croft, is here admitted, Mr. Chale 
mers is anfwerable for 64. With refpect to thele he fays, 
x his general preface, 


*« They are the refult of more anxious and painful refearch 
than may appear to thofe who do not examine my authorities. In 
rectifying precedimg accounts, many of which I found erroneous 
and inconfiftent, either from careleffnefs or partiality, and in pro- 
curing original information, in which I hope it will appear that I 
have not been aliogether unfaccefsful, it was my object to. afcer- 
tain thofe truths, in whatever they might end, which difplay , ne 
real charaticr. P. ix. , 





~~ ee 





— 


* Vol. vii. p. 172,-—The four firt Vols. in Vol. iv. p- 41. 
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Chalmers's Engli/h Poets, 13 


Thefe, from fuch an author, are not merely words of courfe ; 
and the public, we have no doubt, may reft aflured that more, 
rather than lefs, than is here fuggefted, will be found to be 
performed. As much unmerited obloquy has been thrown 
upon a late editor of Pope *, for not making his lite of that 
author a panegyric, and for venturing to publifh fome faéts 
not altogether favourable to his charaéter, we fhall proceed 
to cite what Mr. Chalmers next fays, which is applicable to 
the cafe of both biographers. 


“¢ Tam forry it fhould be neceffary to add, that I have not 
thought it incumbent to reprefent every man whofe works are 
here admitted, as a prodigy of genius or virtue. This practice, 
it is true, has been lately adopted in collections of biography, 
as well as in fingle lives: but 1 am yet to learn what advantages 
can be reaped, and what folid intereft can be promoted, by a prac. 
tice which violates the principles of truth, deftroys public con. 
fidence, and defeats every valuable purpofe of biography. ‘The 
imaginary beauties of the biographer are at leaft as abfurd as 
thofe of the portrait painter, while 7 have lefy excufe, and are 
attended with far more pernicious confequences. After the lapfe 
of a few years, it becomes a matter of inferior importance how 


"aman looked; but it is always important to know how he 


thought and how he acted. Nor if the practice alluded to, pro. 
ceeds from real fecling, or only an affectation of fympathy and 
veneration is it lefs objectionable, It is a grofs error in jadg- 
ment, that any man who deferves to be commemorated, can 
the worfe for a difclofure of his failings, unlefs indeed he has no 
virtues to counterbalance them ; and even_in that rare cafe, the 
trait, if faithfully given, is not without its ufe. It would 
happy if a clofer correfpondence could be found between an 
author and his writings ; if genius were always dignified by vir. 
tue, and wifdom always recommended by urbanity ; but we Jouk 
in vain for objeéts of uniform panegyric, and the fair difplay of 
the ftriking contraricties we find in the human charaéter, muf 
be ever preferable to thofe unnatural fketches in which there is no 
difcrimination, but all is purity and Sere or in which the 
moft degrading vices are either fupprefled by fraud, or vindicated 


by fophiftry.”* P. ix. 


It will appear, upon comparing thefe volumes with thofe 
fuperintended by Johnfon, or indeed by looking through this 
— that Mr. Chalmers has written the following 
IVES i— 





; 
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* The Rev. W. L. Bowles. 
‘* Armftrong. 























14 Chalmers’s Englifh Poets. 


“ Armftrong. Beattie. F. Beaumont. Sir J. Beaumont. 
Blacklock. Blair. Boyfe. Brome .Brooke. W. Browne. By. 
rom. Cambridge. Carew. Cartwright. Cawthorne. Chat. 
terton. Chaucer. Churchill. Cooper. Corbet. Cotton, Chas. 
Dr. Cotton. Cowper. Crahaw. Cunningham. Daniel. Da- 
venant. Davies. Dodfley. Donne. Drayton. Drummond. 
Falconer. Fawkes. G. Fletcher. Ph. Fletcher .Gafcoigne. 
Glover. Goldfmith. Gower. Grainger. Green. Habington. 
Hall. Harte. Jago. Jenyns. Johnfon. Jones. Jonfon, Lang. 
horne. Lloyd. Logan. Lovibond. Mafon. Mickle. Moore. 
Scott. Shakfpeare. Sherburne. Skelton. Smart. Spenfer. 
Stirling. Suckling. Surrey. W. Thomfon, Turberville. 
Warner. J. Warton. T. Warton, P. Whitehead. W. 
Whitehead: Wilkie. Wyatt.’’ 


Accounts of many of thefe writers had, it is true, been 
fupplied before by br, Anderfon, but whoever fhall com. 
pare the accounts, will fee that Mr. Chalmers has, in thefe 
cafes, been but little obliged to his predeceffor, and has 
every where furpaffed him in accuracy and refearch. When 
it was determined.to make an edition of the Poets, fomething 
more comprehenfive than that printed at Edinburgh, it was 
Mill found that fele€tion mult be made. Among the older 
Poets, thefe have been introduced : 


“« The two Beaumonts. Brome. Cartwright. Corbet. Chas. 
Cotton. Donne. Fawkes. Gafcoigne. Gower. Habington. 
Sherburne. Skelton. Stirling. Turberville.’’ 


All of thefe have fufhcient merit to juflify their introduc- 
tion, while they ferve to connect the hiftory of our language ; 
and many of them, as A. Brome, Gafcoigne, Habington, 
&c. are fo extremely fcarce in the original editions, that-a 
curious reader, of moderate fortune, may be glad of any 
opportunity of obtaining them. Of the following later poets, 
fome could not be- introduced before, on account of copy- 
right ; others were, for other reafons, paffed by. 


** Beattie. Brooke. Byrom. Cambridge. Cowper. Sir 
W. Jones Mafon, Jof. Warton,” 


The whole together are twenty-three. But, on the other 
hand, fome are omitted that found a place in Anderfon’s cel- 
lection. Thele are eleven in number. 


«« Dr. John Brown. Michael Bruce. Graeme. Hamilton. 
Aaron Hill. Pattifon. Penrofe. Sackville. Shaw. Smollet. 
Richard Weft, the friend of Gray.’’ 
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Chalmers’s Englifh Poets. 15 


Of thefe fome never deferved admiffien, and others have 
written fo little, that their claim is very flight. Aaron-Hill 
mult have been already rejeéted byJohnfon, and Graeme would 
bave been rejetted by any one but a zealous countryman, 
Some of the others might, perhaps, have tound advocates, 
but the omiffion is of no great extent. Sackville’s Induc- 
tion, and his complaint of Henry Duke of. Buckingham, 
being only parts detached from the Mirror of Magiftrates, 
and unaccompanied by any other of his productions, made 
no very good appearance under the title of his works, That 
our readers may have the whole colleétion of lives betere 
them at once, we fhall bere alfo recapitulate thofe written 
Dr. Johnfon, and in alphabetical order. They are thefe, 


‘« Addifon.. Akenfide. Blackmore. Broome. Butler. Coi- 
lins, Congreve, Cowley, Denham. Dorfet.. Dryden. Drake. 
Dyer. Fenton. Garth. Gays Gray. Halifax. Hammond. 


‘ Hughes. King. Lanfdowne (or Granville), Lyttelton, Mal- 


Jett. Milton, Otway. Parriell. Ambr. Phillips. John 
Phillips. Pitt. Pomfret. Pope. Prior. Rochefter. Rofcommon. 
Rowe. Savage. Sheffield. Shenftone. Smith. Somerville. 
Sprat. Stepney. Swift. J}. Thomfon. Tickell. Waller. 
Walfth. Watts. Gilb, Weft. Yalden. And lafily Young, 


which was Croft’s.”’ 


It remains only to add, that to thefe lives by Johnfon are 
fubjoined fome notes, originally given in the edition of his 
works, printed in 1806. ‘To the opinion pee of Johnfon’s 
lives by Mr. Chalmers we.moft heartily fubfcribe, namely, 
that 


«* After all the objeétions that have been offercd, they mut — 
ever be the foundation of Englifh poetical biography. To fubfti- 
tate any thing in their room would be an attempt, by the ablett 
hazardous, and by inferior pens, ridiculous,’’ 


Such, however, is our opinion of thofe added by Mr. Chal- 
mers, that we have no doubt of their being extremely ac- 
ceptable to the public in a. feparate colleétion, to accommo- 
date thofe who have the 8vo. edition of Johnfon’s Lives, to 
which they would form an excellent fupplement. Of Mr. 
Chalmers’s care in refearch, we cannot, perhaps, find a better, 
{pecimen than that which: firft prefents itfelf, the opening 
of the life of Chaucer, a fubje& confeffedly difficult, and in 
which the writer does not appear to have received any aid 
from a late ponderous romance on the fubje&t, which is not 
ence quoted. “ 
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56 Chalmers’s Englifh Poets, 


‘* The life of Jeffery, or Geoffrey Chaucer, is involved in much 
obfcurity. The age which fucceeded him was not favourable to 
thofe refearches which could have gratified curiofity, by difplay- 
ing his private hiftory : and if his tranfa¢tions as a public cha- 
ratter were more accurately known, they could throw no light on 
his merit as a poet and a fcholar, with which alone we are now 
concerned. A formal life of Chaucer, as Mr. Tyrwhitt has ob- 
ferved, muft now be a very meagre narration, if compofed only of 
fa&is; and we may add, a very ufelefs detail, if ftuffed with the 
comments and conjectures by which fome of his biographers have 
endeavoured to fupply the want of them. The editor of the Bio- 
gtaphia Britannica has collected a very confiderable body of evidence 
on the fubjeét ; but a great part of it is of a yery fufpicious kind, 
and the whole hangs together fo loofely, even when rectified by 
Mr. Tyrwhitt’s more judicious remarks, that too much caution 
cannot be obferved in any attempt to feparate matters of fact from 
thofe of conjecture, : 

** Of his birth and family nothing has been decided. It has 
been contended on the one hand, that he was of noble origin ; 
on the other, that he defcended from perfons in trade. Even the 
meaning of his name in French, chancier, a fovemaker, has been 
brought in evidence of a low origin; while che mention of the 
name of Chaucer, in feveral records, from the time of William 
the Conqueror to that of Edward I. has been thought fufficient to 
prove the contrary. Leland fays he was xobili loco matus ; but 


Speghr, one of his early biographers, informs us that, ‘ in the opi. | 


mon of fome heralds, he defcended not of any great houfe,’ which 
they gather from his arms. Speght, however,-goes further, and 
makes his father a vintner, who died in. 1348, and left his pro- 
pery to the church of St. Mary, Aldermary, where he was 
uried, This is confirmed by Stowe, who -fays, ‘ Richard 
Chaucer, vintner, gave to that church his tenement and ravers, 
with the appurtenance in the Royal-ftreete, the corner of Union. 
lane, and was there buried, 1348.’ But neither Stowe nor Speght 
afford any proof, that this Richard Chaucer was the father of our 
t. ’ 

** With. refpe& to the place of his birth, we cannot produce a 
better authority than his own. In his Teftament of Love he 
calls himfelf a Londoner, and fpeaks of the city of London as 
the place of his ‘ kindly engendoure.’ In fpite of ‘this evidence, 
however, Leland, who is more than ufvally incorreét in his ac- 
count of Chaucer, reports him to have been born in Oxfordfhire 
or Berkfhire. The time of his birth is, by general confent, fixed 
in the fecond year of Edward II]. 1328, andthe foundation of 
this decifion feems to have originally been an infeription on his 
tomb, fignitying that he died in 1400, at the age of 72, Col. 
lier fixes his death in 1440: but he is fo generally accurate, that 
this may be fuppofed an ergor of the prefs, Phillips is more un- 
pardonable ; 
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pardonable ; for, contrary to all evidence, he inftances the reigns 
of Henry IV. V. and VI. as thofe in which Chaucer flourifhed.’* 
Vol. 1. p. 5. 


From a work fo very extenfive, it is impoffible to give 
proportionable fpecimens. Suffice it generally to fay, that 
we conceive this edition to be worthy of the public patron- 
age. Of che poems, indeed, little is required to be faid. 
if they are correétly printed from the beft editions, nothing 
more can be defired ; and whether they are or not, can only 
be fully afcertained by long and careful collation. We be- 
lieve that all reafonable care has been exerted to have chem 
io. Refpe&ting the poems of Cowper, here firft appearing 
in a colleGtion, we have to complain that the edition is not 
fuller than others that have preceded it. In page 587 of the 
life (vol. xvirt ) reference is made to the beautiful verfes 
on the heel of a fhoe, which he wrote when eighteen. But 
thefe verfes no where appear in this edition. y will be 
found in Mr. Hayley’s life of that poet, vol. 1. p. 21. The 
fame deficiency is found with refpect to many other excellent 


~ productions, appearing in that work*. It may be replied, 


that they are as yet privdte property, and therefore could net 
be here introduced. But we reply, that though private pro- 
perty ought not to be invaded, yet the permiffion ‘to ufe it 
— be — and by fuch a phalanx of editors, ought 
to have been obtained. | 

Of one accidental error, which we have difcovered in our 
examination, we claim the re€tification on the behalf of the 
purchafers,’ who otherwife have one very imperfeé fet of 
poems. In Bilhop Corbet’s Poems, vol. v. p. 567. (which 
were judicioufly ordered to be printed from Mr. Gilchrift’s 
edition of 1807), we have a t poem, made up of the 
beginning of one copy of verfes, and the end of another, and 
thus rendered totally unintelligible. The accident has arifen 


‘from the want of the leaf d 53 and 54, in the 


ufed by the compofitor; which not being obferved, the 
prefs bas gone op as if nothing were the matter +. Thus the 





. ——' , Po 
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: 


* Particularly the five fragment on the Yardley Oak, vol. g. 
p- 40g. Buyt there are materials for an 8vo vol. of additional 
poems in the Life. : 

+ This is exa@ly the fort of blunder remarked by Mr. Chal- 
mer’s as having been found in Davies’s edition ef W. Browne’s 
works, See vol. vi. p. 227. ert 
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18 Belfoam on the Divinity of Chrifl. 


firft ten verfes of Corbet’s lines againft Doétor Price are 
united with the last twelve of Dr. Price’s anfwer: leaving 
a deficiency of twelve verfes and a note from the firft copy, 
and of four with another note from the fecond, and making 
‘both nonfenfe. If this cannot be“ corrected by cancelling 
a few pages, the deficient parts with, proper references, 
fhould be printed on a feparate leaf and given. to the purcha- 
fers. The author of the lives, we underfland, is, not refpon- 
fible for the correction ,of the prefs. The publifhers, we 
doubt not, from a fenfe.of jultice, wall be glad to, be in- 
formed of this accident. 

‘The two. volumes of tranflaiions contain a feleCtien of 
the beft, and the whole work 1s certainly creditable ‘to the 
London prefs. 

It will be found,-.on examination, that care has been 
taken with refpect tothe editions of the old Peets, fromwhich 
their works are here printed. For Gafcoigne’s works, Mr. 
JC. had the opportunity of comparing the. very ,rare edi- 
sion of 1572, which is the firkt, being the property of Tho- 
mas Hull, Efg. ‘The life of Gafcoigne is of particular value 
and merit, and the reprint of the very {carce and gurious 

em ot Whetitone *, obtained, as it appears, from Mr. Ma- 
on is a moft defirable addition. In Surrey’s Poems will 
be found his tranilation of two books of Virgil, and other 
produgtions, not before publifhed with his works. 


‘ 


“-, 





Art. 112. A calm Inquiry into the: Seriptnre: Doétrine ¢eon- 
cerning the Perfon of Chrift, Se. 
» | ; 


[ Continued from pr 478.) 


\ E have already apprifed our readers that it is not our 

intention to write ap anfwer to this volume, but merely 

to exhibit {uch fpecimens of the reafoning and criticifm dil- 

played in at,,as. may enable them to, form an eflimate of ws 

value, and of the deference due to its author. We pals over 
-tLe tourth fetiion therefore entirelyy having, we are willi 

to hope, faid enough in our former article te convince thofe, 

- who are not determined to ‘refilt evidence, that Chrift- had 





—_.— 


* In the third line of this poem, ;we haye no doubt. that: the 
true reading is this ; a 


*€ ‘Telles all men joy? Can no.man. cil. of bale?””” 
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Beljham onthe Davinity of Chrift. 19 


fome kind of exiftence before he was born of the Virgin 
Mary. In the filth feétion, the author confiders texts— 
certainly not a// the texts—which are /uppofed to afcribe to 
Chrift attributes that infer his pre-exillence and divinity. 
Immutability is one of thofe attributes; but the only text 
on that fubje&t which he confiders.is Heb. i, 10O—12, which 
we fhall not here quote, for a reafon which our readers will 
difeover almoit immediately. ! 


«<The words contained in thefe verfes,’’ fays this felf-fufficient 
author, ‘¢ are a quotation from Pf. cii, 25, and are certainly ad. 
dreffed to the eternal Got, The writer of this epiftle having cited 
the promife (Pf. xlv. 6) that God would fupport the throne of 
the Meffiah, in an eloquent apoftrophe he addreffes the Supreme 
Being, in the language of the pfalmift, acknowledging and ador- 
ing that immutability of the divine natare, and of his wife, and 
benevolent purpofes, which conftitute the fureft pledge of the fta- 
bility of the Mefliah’s kingdom,’’ P. 172. 

All this is very well. The words are certainly addreffed 
to the efernal God ; but they are as certainly addreffed to the 
Son, that firfl-begotten, whom, when he was brought into, the 
world, all the angels of God were defired to. worfhip,; and 
therefore the fair inference is, that the Son is the eternal 
God. Mr. Belfham very prudently tears the tenth, eleventh, 
and twelfth verfes, from the context, and prefents them to 
his readers by themfelves; aware that, in a feparate ftate, 
they may be taken in the fenfe in which he wifhes,them to 
be received, though he mult, we think, be convinced that this 
is impofhble, if they be read in connection with. what pre- 
cedes them. As we do not expect nor wifh from our rea- 
ders the fame implicit confidence which this author feems to 
expect from his, we fhall fupply his omiflions, make fome 
remarks on the whole, and then leave every candid man, to 
decide for himfelf the queftion at iflue between us. 


“* God, who, at fundry times, and in divers manners, fpake in 
time pait unto the fathers by the prophets, hath in thefe laft days 
fpoken unto as by Ais Sox, whom he hath appointed heit of all 
things, by whom alfo he made the worlds; who, being the bright. 
nc/sof bis glory, and the exprefs image of his perfon, and upholding 
all things , the word of his power, when he had by himfelf purged 
eur fins, fat down on the right hand of the Majefty on high: 
being made fo much better than the angels, as he hath by inde. 
ritonce Obtained ‘a ‘more excellent name than they. For unto 
which of the angels, faid he, at any time, thou art my Son, this 
day have I begotten thee? And, again, [will be to him a Father, 
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and he foall be to me a Son? And, again, when he bringeth in 
she firft.begotten into the world, be fait , and Let all the angels of 
God avorfoip him. And, of the angels, he faith, Who maketh his 
angels fpirits, and his minifters a flame of fire. But, wnto the 
fon, he faith, Thy throne, O God, is for ever and ever: a f{ceptre of 
righteoufnefs is the {ceptre of thy kingdom. Thou haft loved 
righteoufnefs and hated iniquity ; therefore God, even thy God, 
hath anointed thee with the oil of gtadnefs above thy fellows ; 
and Thou, Lord, in the beginning, hoft laid the foundations of the 
earth, &c. *’* 


From the whole of this pafflage, taken together, it is plain 
that the perfon, by whom the apoftle fays that God {pake in 
the laft days, was his Son, by whom alfo he made the worlds ; 
that the fame Divine Perfon, or San, 1s the brightne/s of God's 
glory, and upholds all things by the word of his power ; that 
xt was he, likewife, who when he had purged our fins, fat 
down on the r ght hand of ihe Mayefty on high; but it was un- 
speenny. Chrift, who, when he had purged our fins 
(whatever be the meaning of that phrafe), fat down on the 
right hand of the Majefty on high. It is paft difpute, there- 
fore, that the perfon by whom, in the fecond verfe, it is faid 
that God made the world ous aidivas ; and who is reprefented, 
in the third verfe, as upholding al! things—@éewv ra wavla— 
eee all things in exiftence, or at Salk Sidien falling 

ack into the ftate of chaos, is Chrift, in fome nature or 
other. In his human nature it could not be; and therefore 
. Chrift muft have had a nature before he was born of his 
mother ; and that nature muff have been divine, occupying 
the throne which is faid, in the eighth verfe, to be for ever 
and ever. Asthe tenth verfe relates to the fame fubjec, 
the exaltation of Chrift, with thofe which precede it, and is 
indeed coupled with them by the conjunétion xai, it can be 
no other than Chrift, in his fuperior nature, to whom are 
addre fled the words, ** Thou, Lord, in the beginning, haft 
laid the foundation of the earth, and the heavens are the 
work of thy hands ;” but thefe words, fays Mr. B. are 
addreffed to the eternal God ; whence it follows, say we, that 
Chrill, in his fuperior nature, is the eternal God. 

In reply to the Jews, who required a fign of Jefus, ‘ he 
faid unto them, Deftroy this temple, and in three days I will 
raife tt up. He fpake of the temple of his body.” (St. 

‘John u. 19, 21.) This alludes to his refurre&tion from the 
dead ; and Mr. Belfham quotes it as being /uppofed to afcribe 
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to Chrift an attribute, from which his pre-exiftence and di- 
vinity are inferred. Mr. Belfham 1s perteétly right. ‘This 
text is by every trinitarian /uppofed to imply Chrift’s pre. 
exiftence and divinity; but, fays our. modeft author, this 
fuppofition is wholly groundlefs! ‘* The refurrection of 
Jefus is uniformly afcribed in the facred writings to the 
power of God.” Very true, replies the Trinitarian ; and 
for that reafon we conclude from this verfe that the power 
of Chrift is the power of God. You are miftaken, fays 
Mr. Belfham : ** our Lord’s expreflion is to be underftood 
fieuratively ; not that he would raife himfelf, but that he: would 


‘be railed " God.” But, anfwers the Trinitarian, our Lord 


exprefsly /ays that he would im/elf, in three days, raife up 
his own body ; and we are difpofed to believe him rather than 
you, efpecially as you have not affigned even the foadow of 
a reafon for your opinion that our Lord’s expreflion is to be 
underftood figuratively, 
Not the foadow of a reafon! Have 1 not, may Mr, Bel- 
fham fay, reterred you to 1 Theffalonians, iv. 16, to Mark 
v.41 and to John v. 28, 29, xi. 4%, where, though it is 
faid that ** the dead fhall rife,” ** all that is intended is, that 
they thall be raife? by divine power?” True, replies, the 
Trinitarian, you have referred us to thefe paffages; but, had 
J urged fuch fhadows of reafoning sania any opinion of 
your’s, there would have been no end to the torrent of con- 
temptuous epithets which, not without reafon, you would 
have poured upon me: for in not one of thefe paffages are 
the dead faid to raife themfelves! In that which is firft: 
anes the apoftle fays, ‘“‘ For the Lord himfelt hall de. 
cend from heaven with a fhout, with the yoice of the arch. 
angel, and with the trump of God: and the dead in Chrift 
fhall rife firft.”” In the fecond, St. Mark tells us, that Jefus 
** took the dumfel by the hand, and faid. unto her Talitha- 
cumi: and ftraightway the damfel arofe and walked,” In 
the third paffage, our Lord informs his difciples, ‘t that the 
hour is coming, in the which all that aye in the graves fhall 
bear bis voice, and fhall come forth;’’ and, in the fourth, 
we are told by St. John, that Jefus ‘cried, with a loud 
voice, Lazarus come torth,”’ and that, in confequente, ** he 
that was dead came forth.’’. In all thefe paffages the dead 
are {aid not to have rasfed themfelues, but to have been raifed 
by that very perfon who told the Jews, that when they fould 
deftroy his body, he would himfelf raife it up in three days. 
_ But Mr. Beltham labours to get rid of the Trinitarian 
inference froma the power thus claimed by our Lord to bim- 
C3 fel 
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felf, by comparing the text with another, which he explains 
in a manner perfetily original. 


«John x. 147, 18. Therefore doth my Father love me, be- 
caufe 1 lay down my life, that T may take it again, No man 
taketh it from me, but I lay it down of myfelf, 1 have’ power 
to lay it down, and I have power to take (AaGey, to receive) it 
— This commandment have I received (iAa€ory) of my 

ather.”” 


The reader who fhall confult his Bible, will find that this 
was faid by our Lord to the Jewilh pharifees, when he was 
claiming to him!elf the honour of being the good fhepherd 
foretold by fome of their prophets; and that it appeared to 
them a declaration fo very extraordinary, as to occafion a 


> divifion among them: “ many of them faying, he hath a 


devil, and is mad; why hear ye him? whillt others faid, 
thefe are not the words of him that bath a devil,” Mr. 
Beltham, however, who underftands the language that was 
{poken at Jerufalem near two thoufard years ago, much 
better than thofe Jews to whom it was vernacular, affures 
us that there was nothing at all extraordinary in thefe words 
of our Lord, nor any thing that could lead to the belief that 
he confidered himfelt as fuperior to other men ! 


‘© If this text,” fays he, ** is to be underftood of the death and 
refurrection of Jefus, it is to be explained upon the fame princi- 
ples as the preceding ; and though active verbs are ufed, they are 
to be taken in a paflive fenfe,’’ (Why fo? Is it becaufe in that 
fenfe only they fuit your hypothefis?) ‘*1 have authority to 
receive it again,”’ (g. d.) ‘If 1 voluntarily expofe myfelf to 
fuffering and death, I am affured by my Father that the life fo 
facrificed fhall be Lapa A reftored : I fhall receive again the de. 
pofit which I refign.”” P. 174. 


Now all this, except what relates to the time, of which 
there is no mention in the origmal, might be faid by Mr. 
Belfham, or by any man, of himfelf. We may ail expofe 
ourfelves to fuffering and death ; and we are all affured that 
the lives fo fucrifice’. whether in a good or in a bad caufe, 
fhall be reftored at the lait day : for we have all authority or 

ower to receive a refloration of life from our heavenly Fa- 
ther, though no mere man ever had power to fake it again te 
himfelf. Had this paffive power of recefving his life, after 
it was laid down, been all that the pharifees underftood our 
Lord to mean, none of them could: have thought: him mad 
for 
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Belfoam on the Divinity of Chrift 2s 
for fuch a faying ; for, as they looked for refurreflion them- 
felves, they Were all convinced that they, ‘as ‘well as he, “pol> 
felled this paffive power ®. n peg Reese ‘ 

 Irrefiftible power 1s an attribute fuppofed to be ‘alétibed’ to 
Chrift, tronm which Tyiniarians inter. dus, pre-exiflence and 
divinity... The only text which, Mr. Belfham, by his mode. 
of difpofing of the reft, feems,to, confider,as of umpartance, ; 
on the fubject, is Rev. i..8 5 .which, in the, anathonzed. ver-» 
fion, and in the Greek fextus réeceptus is, ** 1am, Alpha:and: 
Omega, the beginning and the ending, faith the Lord, which 
is, and which was, and which is to come, the Almighty.” 

This, favs Mr. Belfham, is-an erroneous reading. «“ The 
moft approved reading of the’text,”’ for which he’ refers to’ 
Griefbach, and his own improved verfion, is, he fays, ** Iam 
Alpha’and Omega, faith the Lord God, who ‘is, and who 
was, and who is to come, the Almighty.” | ‘* The words are 
undoubtedly to be underftood as uttered in the perfon of God, 
and not of Jefus. ‘The words repeated in verfe xi. where 
Chrift is the fpeaker, are certainly {purious.”” | P..177. 

Now it is very true, that, according to Griefbach, ‘‘ the 
beginning and the ending,” in’ the authorized verfion, ought 
to be omitted, and that he is doubtful whether it thould not’ 
be “ faith the Lord God,” inflead of ‘* faith the Lord,” It 
8 likewife true, that he confiders the words—Eyw ims rd A 
xai to Q2, 4 memos xai 5 toyaros xai—in the eleventh verfe, 
as a doubtful reading ; but what will all this avail Mr. Bel- 
fiam? The feventeenth and eighteenth verfes, of which he 
takes here no notice, are, by the confeflfion of Griefbach 
{the improved verfion is of no authority) unqueftionably 
genuine ; they are likewife more indifputably uttered in the 
name of Chrift, than even the eleventh verfe ; and they are 
—‘* And when I faw him, I fell at his feet as dead; and he 
laid his right hand upon me, faying unto me, Fear not, I am 
the firft and the laft: I am he that liveth and was dead, and 
behold I am alive for evermore. Amen: and have the keys 
of hell and death.’’ This being. indifputably the’ cafe, the 
eleventh verle is of no importance in the queftion between 
Mr. Belfham and us ; and, granting the truth of Griefbach’s 
favourite reading in the eighth verfe, the only inference that 


a dn 


* We have ufed this phrafe, pafive poner, becaufe it is in effect 
ufed by Mr. Belfham, whofe meaning we could not otherwife 
have expreffed but by a tedious circumlocution, That the phrafe, 
though ufed by Locke, is philofophically abfurd, hasbeen proved 
by Dr. Reid, with the force of demonftration. P 
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can be drawn from the whole is, that H& who is there called 
Kugias ¢ Osés, is the fame perfon, of whom it is faid, in the 
eighteenth verfe, that “ he liveth, and was dead; and is alive 
for evermore,” : 


Aye, but s Mr. Beifham, himéelf, in another 
fettion) * have laid greater on thefe texts than 
they will properly bear. They are not intended to exprefs felf- 
exiftence, bat folely that the Chriftian. ye moe was begun, 
and will be completed by Chrift, who is the author and finifher 
of our faith!” P. 269. : 


Should the reader afk how Mr. Belfham comes to be fo 
much beter acquainted with the mind of the Spirit than all 
other expofitors, we can make no other anfwer than that he, 
affirms humfelf to be fo: and that he writes with the confi- 
dence of a man tully aware that the greater part of Unita; 
rians will implicitly believe him. 

Omnifeience, and the knowledge of the thoughts and purpofes 
of the heart, are frequently afcribed to Chrilt, and théfe are 
univerfally confidered as attributes peculiar-to the Deity ; 
but all this, according to the pref€nt author, is a complication’ 
of miflakes. Thus, 


¢ Matt. ix. 4, Ev knowing their thoughts.’ i" 
Mark ii. 8, £ Bai efus perceived in his Spirit, that they sea. 
foned thus within themfelves.’ See alfo Luke v. 22."" 

“* Perhaps the hiftorians might mean nothing more than that he 
judged from their conntenances what was pafling im their minds ! !’* 


P.179. 


Indeed! Then the hiflorians, who were Jews by birth, 
did not believe their own Scriptures, although their Mafter 
had conftantly appealed to thefe Scriptures as of fupreme 
authority, and even “* opened the underftanding of his fol- 
lowers, that they might underftand them *” The uniform 
language uf the Hebrew Scriptures is, that ‘* the Lord God 
of lirael ONLY, even HE ONLY knoweth the hearts of all 
the children of men ;” that ** man looketh on the outward 
appearance, but that the Lorp looketh on the beart ;” that 
“the Lorp (Jehovah) fearcheth ai// bearts, and underfland- 
eth all the imaginations of the thoughts ;”’ aud that ** the righte- 
ous God trieth the hearts afd reins t.”’ In perfect con- 





* Se. Luke xxiv. 45. \ 
+ 1 Kings viii. 9 ; 2 Chron. vi. 30; 1 Sam. xvi. 7 ; t Chron. 
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formity with. this Jang e. of the Old Teftament, when 
{peaking of the God of I rael, the apoftles, in the New, ze.. 
peatedly fay that their Mafter ‘knew their thoughts ;” that 
‘the knew a// milen ;” that ‘he knew what was ijn mans” 
nay, that ** he knew ail things ;”’ and furely the only inference 
that can. be. fairly drawn from all this is, that the apoftles 
confidered their Matter as, in his fuperior nature, THE Lorp 
Gop or IsrnakL, os | 

Omnifcience implies ubiquity, which has always been con- 
fidered as one of the incommunicable attributes of the eternal 
God ; and accogdingly our Lord, claiming this attribute to, 
hiunfelf, fays (St. "Matt, xvili, 20), ‘* Where two or three 
are gathered together in my name, there am I in the midft. 
of them,” To this our author replies, 


‘¢ The apoftles certainly did not underftand thefe words as an 
aflertion of the divine attribute of omniprefence; for Peter, 
without any marks of aftonifhment at fo. extraordinary a declara~ 
tion as that.muft have,appeared.to,be, if he had fo underftood it, 
and without any comment,; proceeds, in his ufual.way, to propote 
a ion upon a difficulty which had occurred. to him: ‘ er, 
how often fha]l. my brother offend, and.1I forgive him?’ The 
declaration therefore muft he taken figuratively." P. 177 


But all this proceeds on the, fuppofition that Peter, and 
the reft of the apoftles, were. Unitarians, and had. the fame 
low notions of the perfon of the Meffiah that Mr. Belfham 
has; a fuppofition which is made, in oppofition to all eyi~ 
dence, while it takes for granted the very thing in difpute. 
St. Peter was the firft who acknowledged his Mafter to be 
“‘the Chrift (ory Meffiah), the Son of the God, the livin 
God ;”” but'no Jew thought fo meanly of the perfon and 


os 


charafter of the Meffiah as our author, who gravely fays, 


“* Whether the perfeétion of Chrift’s charaéter in public life (as 
recorded by the Evangelifts), combined with the general declara. 
tions of his freedom from fin, eftablith, or were intended to efta. 
blith, the fact, that Fe/as, through the whele courfe of bis private 
hfe, was completely exempt from all the errors and failings of human 
wature, isa queftion of no great intrinfic moment, and concerning 
which we have no fufficient data to lead to a fatisfattory ane 
fwer!!’* P. 190. 


Had any man, profefling to be a teacher of the Gofpel, 
expreffed himfelf thus to St, Péter, we may venture to lay, | 
that the apoftle would have replied to him in terms fimilar 
to thofe in which he replied to the forcerer Simon, saree 
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26 Belfham on the Divinity of Chri 
doftrine perith with thee : thou haft ‘neither part ‘hér Lot ‘in 
this matter,” : | | _ * 


In the fixth fe&tion of the firft’part of this work, the 
author enquires into the alledged fuperiority of Chriftd an- 
gels; and-he refolves this doubt by firft calling in queftion, 
and then flatly denying the very exiftence of any {uch beings 
as thofe which are commonly denominated’ angels. “This, 
we confefs, furprifed us more than any thing ‘that we had 
previoufly met with in’ the volume. > That man is’ the mott 
perfeé ot all God's creatures, is a ‘pofition 6 little probable 
m itfelf, that we had imagined every philofopher: would tea- 
dily admit, even upon flight evidence, the exiflence of fupe- 
rior created beings, whether called angels or demons, Ot any 
thing elfe ; but, it feems we have been miftaken. . 

“©-Concerning thefe fappofed ecleftial ‘intelligences, it May be 
obferved,” fays i > a ‘Cehat ‘it is rey, Delnisrean 
the word ance! ever fignifies a périmntntlysexift ual’being’ 
mm any bbok of the Oid Teamént which rag kt vie oully” 
to the Baby'lonian cuptivity. Itcannot be- proved ‘thi aps 
peatances in human thape to Abraham (Gen. xviii.) ;°to F: 
(ch. xix.) } tod Jofhaa (ch. v.13)} and /others;’ were oi 
more than femporary phantoms, vifible fymbols of the divine pre- 
fence, arid mediums of divine commuhicationsy “The Happatition 
that they were fuch is the more probable, ‘as one ofthe three who? 
appeared to Abtaham 1s exprefily ‘called® Jehovah) (Gens xviii. 
3, 22, 23); fo likewile is the angel who appeared to Jofhud 
(chsvi. 2)."° P. 199. past aw 


4 


If it cannot be proved that, the; appearances in human 
fhape to Abraham and Lot (admitting the truth of the narra- 
tive, of which our author profefles no doubt), weres more 
than temporary phantoms ; neither could it be proved that 
the weekly appearance, in humen fhape, of the angel of the 
Unitarion chapel in Effex-flreet, known by the name. ok 
‘Thomas Belfham, is avy thing more. than a temporary +phan~ 
tom. ‘The human appearance in Effex-ftreet Sanpel beaks 
mdeed to the people aflembled ; and fo did the appearances 
in human fhape to Abraham, Sarah, and Lot. ©The human 
appearance in- Effex: flreet chapel may. be felt, as wellas feen 
and heard, by fome otf the people affembled;: bat fo were 
likewile the appearances in human fhape felt, as well. as 
heard and feen, by Lot, his wife, and his daughters, when 
they laid hold of their hands, and brought them out of the 
city of Sodom. ‘There is indeed no reafon to fuppofe that 
the human appearances to Abraham and Lot ever compofed 
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fo extraordinary a book as that which is lying before us; 
but, we are affured by the facréd hiftorian, that they ate and 
drank, which were better proofs of their permanent exiftence, | 
than the compofition of {0 bafeless a ‘fabric, which may be 
fappofed the work of a temporary phantem, rather than of a 
rational deing, is of the permanent exiftence of the human 
appearance ‘called Thomas Belfham. Of the being ex- 
prefely called Jehovah, we fhall have occafion to treat after. 
wards, when we come to analyze this author’s ninth fe@tion. 

‘Hitherto our author has oohy date of thé exiftenceiof 
angels, and we have feen on what kind of reafoning his doubts 
have been raifed; but without producing any new caule 
for doubting or denying, he affures us, in the next’ page, 
that sat 


*¢ The whole mythology concerning angels is deftitate of all 
foundation in the Jewith and Chriftian revelations, >: Antededently” 
to the captivity it was unknown. By Jefus and his apoftles»it 
is alluded to as the popular and eftablithed belief of the age ;, but 
by them it was never taught.as.an article of; faith. Revelation, 
therefore is no more refponfible.for the exiftence of angels, good , 
or evil, than it is for the exiftence.of witches and necromancers, 
of apparitions, or of demons, that-is, human ghofts entering ,inte, 
and tormenting liying men; all which are alluded to by the 
facred writers, and even affumed as faéts. The Jews probably 
borrowed their theory, of angels from the oriental ; 
Our Lord, and his apoftles, aflumed it, and argued ypon it :as.2 
popular hypothefis, as they. did in the other cafes; sand they Jefe 
the credit of this fyftem, as they did the reft,.to ftand or fall by, 
its own evidence, which, in fact, is none at all,”’. _P. 195, 


A 


thor has di/covered it to be ; and,-if our Lord, and his apofs. 
tles, knowang all this, left it to ftand or fall by its own evi. 
dence, what are we to think of their condudét? . To seclaim 
the world from idolatry and vice, and to reveal.a future fate 
of retribution, were, according to the modern Unitarians, 
the fole purpofes for which our Lord came into the. world, 
and died on a crofs. Yet it feems that he and his apoftles left 
the theory of angels as they found it ;: though we have the 
teflimony of one of thofe.apoftles that Chriftians were, in 
the very firft age, in danger of being led to werfbip angels *, 
which was iweoly a {pecies of idolatry. It is very true, that 
the fame apoftie. cautions them againft fuch worfhip ; but 


But, if the theory of angels was fo groundlefs, as this au- 
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would it not have been much more effectual to have affured 
them, by the authority of God, that the whole theory of 
angels was a groundle!s fi€tion ? This, however, neither our 
Lord, nor any of his apoftles, ever did; and theretore we 
may reft affured that shey believed angels to be real and per- 
manent exiltences, as the Scriptures. uniformly reprefent 
them to be. Into the controverly concerning demons and 


ifm, we are not called upon at prefent to enter; but 


we mutt take the liberty to afk the angel of the Unitarian 
chapel in Effex-flreet, where he learned that demons were, 
a the Jews of our Saviour’s age, believed to be human 
ghofts : | 

n the feventh fection the author treats of the tules or 
charaéters which, in the New Teftament, are attributed, or 
thought to be attributed to Chrift ; and finds nothing in them 
itidi¢ating our)Lord to be any thing moge than a mere man ! 
Some ot the texts which he here explains away, we have 
already confidered ; and what. he fays on the greater part of 
the‘remainder of them has been anticipated, and a thoufind 
times confuted by the various defenders of the Catholic doc- 
ttine of the Trinity. We do not therefore mean to follow 
him through this long examination ; but his obfervations on 


the tithe—4 jovoyewis dios—are fo perfeftly original, that he’ 


would not forgive us, were we to pals them without notice. 


-  Obferve,’’ fays he, ‘1. That John is the only one of the 
facred writers who applies the title, oxly begetten, to Chrift. 
2. That this word, int original, properly fignifies an only child, 
3- That it is offer metonymically to exprefs dearly beloved. 
See Heb. xi. 17; and the fame word, in the original Hebrew, 
which, by the Ixx. is rendered oreytrnc, only begotten, is, in other 
palfages, tranflated ayamvlos, beloved. Jer. vi. 26; Amos, viii. 10, 
d. Hence it is ble, that as the title ayamrlo;, beloved, does 
wot eccur in F , this writer ufes the word poveyerne, only begotten, 
inftead of ‘it, and where the other evangelifts would have ufed 
beloved." P. ‘299- 

Now, we leave to fay, that this a to us any 
thing but predable ; 1. Becaufe dearly beloved is not the mean- 
ing of the word jovoyerns, in Heb. xi. 17, but only degotien, 
as our tranflators have rendered it, Ifaac being the any be- 
gotten fon of Abraham by his wife Sarah; 2, Becaule the 
texts in Jeremiah end Amos, treating of the, deepe/t mourning, 
and fenting it as the mourning praétifed for an only 
child, the 1xx. might think themfelves authorifed to tranflate 
the word beloved; becaufe the Jeve which parents have for 
an only child, is what makes their mourning for fuch a child 


5 deeper 





EL RE OF Ee RG a Aen ee ™ 


















mee 
fe: 
Re 
aR 
7 











Belfham on the Divinity of Chrift. “29 


deeper than for any other perfon; 3. That fuch a rendering 
on hich an occafion, on only two paffages of the Old ‘Tefta- 
‘ment, as it furnithes no proof that the word js often uff 


* metonymically, is by no means enough to lead any impartial 


man to fuppofe that a fimilar rendering would have been 
adopted by the apoftles, when the queftion which they were 
treating turned not on Jove; and, 4. Becaufe it isNor TRUE, 
that the word dyairvJos does not occur in the writings of St. 
Jobn.. It occurs in thofe writings, at leaft fix times (1 John 
iii, 2,21, iv. 1, 7/11; 3 John verfe 11.) After this’ we 
Yeave the reader to judge of the modefty of the man, who, 
refling his own opinions on fuch critici{ms, fays, 


‘Te is evident that Dr. Clarke”’ (for even be does not efcape 
Mr. Belfham’s contempt !) ** has no juft a gies to conclude, from 
the ufe of a word peculiar to John, and unknown to the other 
facred writers, that this word is intended to convey the extraor- 
dinary dottrine, that there is fumething iar and myfterious 


- jn the derivation of the Son from the Father.’’ P. 260, 


The author, however, is fe well pleafed himfelf with what 


‘he has done by this kind of criticifm, that he treats, either 


as drivellers or as hypocrites, all critics of every denomina- 
tion, whether Catholics, Arians, or Old Socinians, who'have 
drawn from the texts, confidered in this. fe&tion, conclufions 
different from his own. Such, at leaf, appears to us to be 
the import of the following paflage :— : 


“* There is no fufficient evidence to prove that Jefus is called 
the Son of God for any other reafon than as being the Meffiah ; 
neither becaufe he is the fecond perfon in the Trinity ; nor-becaufe 
he is a necefflary emanation from the Father; nor becanofe he is the 
voluntary but uncreated production of the Father's power ; nor 
becaufe he is the firit and greateft of created beings ; nor becaufe 
he is the Mediator between God and man; nor becaufe of ‘his 
exaltation to univerfal authority and dominion,.as the old Soci. 
nians believed ; nor becaufe of his own plenary infpiration, being 
alfo the fountain of fpiritual gifts, and appointed to the. office 
of univerfal judge, which was the opinion of Dr. Iardner,”’ 


P. 262. 


Thus then our author has difcovéred that Jefus, as he 
elfewhere exprefsly affirms, is otcafionally called God, nd 
the ae of oa in no a ae ry iy euch xen ier 
rophets are fometimes | gods, aud fons of God, though 
is ** beng 
the 


re bag to have been the greateft of all, 


Nay, he has difcovered (p. 261) that the fact 6 
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the Mefliah, or the Son of God, was probably made known 
to Jefus himfelf at his baptifm” (St, Luke iii. 27); but, 
for the credit of this difcovery, he fhould have told us whar 
Father our Lord meant, when he faid to bis mother (St. Luke 
ii. 49), “* How is it that ye fought me? Wift ye not that 
I muft be about my Father's bufinefs?”” Was it any. bufi- 
nefs of Jofeph’s that Jefus was difcufling with the Jewilh 
doétors? If fo, how came it to pafs that solspp and, his 
mother “ fought him /orrowing ?” that neither ofeph nor 
his mother fhould have ‘ underflood the faying which he 
{fpake unto them,” concerning their own bufinefs? or that 
it fhould have been remarked by a gfave hiftorian, that ‘* his 
mother kept in her heart fayings”’ ot her fon relating to “ the 
wordly bufine/s of her bufband, and his father? In all this 
there would furely have been nothing very wonderful in a 
boy of intelligence, even when only twelve years old, to 
induce his mother to keep it particularly in mind. 

In the eighth feétion the author labours, ‘in his ufual way, 
and with his ufual fuccefs, to prove that Jefus Chrift is no- 
where in the New Teftament, not even in Col. i. 15—18, 
faid to be the Maker and Preferver of all things. It appears, 
he fays, that even in the celebrated paffage alluded to; . 


** CREATING ALL THINGS IN-HEAVEN AND Eartu may fig- 
nify the introducing fome change into the moral or political ftate 


of mankind, and particularly under the relation of Jews and Gen. 
tiles.”’ P. 286. 


And therefore he logically infers that it a/ways has this 
meaning, when it is predicated of the Loeos or divine 
nature of Chrift. All that he has faid in proof of this, is a 
mere sepesticn of that which he had faid before, in his notes 
on the fame texts, in what he calls the improved verfion. It 
would therefore be fuperfluous in ‘us, and foreign from the 
obje& which we have in view, to go over the fame ground, 
which has already been travelled by Mr. E. Nares, in ‘his 
valuable Remarks on that Verfion. To his work therefore we 
refer our readers for complete fatisfa€tion on the important 
point difcuffed in this fection ; and proceed ourfelves to the 
ninth feétion, which would probably have been the fizf or 


Second, had it been the object of the author to lead-bis readers, 


by the mof direét way, to ** the truth, as it is in Jefus,” where- 
ever he might find it. ' i 


To the very title of this fedtion cbichlions may be made, 
without inourring the imputation of paeiral on Be “Th 
queftion confidered in it,”’ fays the author, ** is wlsthes Jesus 
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Curis was the. medium.of the divine difpenfations to the 
patriarchs, and to the Hebrew nation: and whether he ever 
appeared under the name and charaéter of Jehovah.” There 
is an-ambiguity in this language certainly calculated, though 
we do not fa intended, to prejudice the reader.in favour of 
the conclyfion, which Mr. Bx labours to effablifh. The 
name Jesus Curtis is given by the Catholic Church to 
the divine Worp or Locos ticarnate; but we are not 
aware that any. Chriflian divine of eminence ever pretended 
that the Locos incarnate was the medium of the divine 
communications to the patriarchs and Hebrew nation; or 
that, to the fame compound Being, God and Man, the name of 
JEHOVAH was ever given. ‘The doctrine of the orthodox, 
if we apprehend it rightly, is, that the fame WorD or 
Locos, which, decry to St. John, was in the beginning 
with God, and was God, was the medium of the divine com- 
munications to the patriarchs and the Hebsew nation, to 
whom he was occafionally manifefled under the name and 
character of JEnovVAH: and that he afierWards took upon 
himfelf human nature; or, as the fame apoftle expreffes it, 
‘‘was made flefh, and dwelt among us, exhibiting his’ glor 


as the glory of the onl begotten of his Father ;” but this 


is a do€trine very diffefent from that expreffed in the title 
of the fe€lion immediately under reyiew. This author in- 
deed is not fortunate in, Mating the dogtrines of his oppo- 
nents. : : 


“Tt is maintained (he fays) by many, that fqwo dcings are men. 
tioned in the Old Teftament under ‘the name and character of Je- 
hovah; the one fupreme, the other fubordinate, the angel or mi. 
nifter of the fupreme, the medinm of divine operations and difpen- 
fations ; and that the fubordinate Jehovah was the fpirit who ani- 
mated the body of Chrift.”"-——* This extraordinary dottrine, (he 
adds, in a note) that a /ubordinate being fhould aflume the name and 
the chara¢ter of the Supreme ; a dottrine which, toall Unitarians, 
appears diametrically contrary to the letter and to the fpiric of the 
Scriptures, and directly fubverfive of the fundamental dottrine 
both of the Jewith and Chriftian revelations, has been fupported 
by many able and learned advocates, ancient and modern, fince 
the time of Jufin Martyr, who probably firtt invénted it, ‘and 


who imagined that this great fecret was communicated to him b: 


exprefs tevelation.” P. jo1. | : 


That many of the Arians maintain fome fuch doétrine;as 
this, feems undeniable; but the author is {urely aware that it 
is not the do€trine of our church, nor indeed of any church 
which agrées with her in reacting, “chia thie 'Nigene Cr 
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ought to be thoroughly received and believed. All fuch 
churches indeed mufl maintain that there are two dons men- 
tioned in the Old Teftament under the name and charaéter ot 
Jeuovan; but the only fubordination of the one of thefe to 
the other, which they can admit, isa fubordination analogous 
to that of a man to his father, while he lives in his father’s 
houfe. 

Whilft Mr. Belfham lived in his father’s houfe, we are 
perfuaded that he would have acknowledged himfelf fubor- 
dinate to his father, and have cheerfully aéted as his meffen- 
ger, or minifter, in the tranfadtion of any bufinefs of import- 
ance committed to his care; and yet we have no reafon to 
fuppofe that Mr. Belfham is inferior to his father in any qua- 
lity effential to the perfe&tion of human nature. Two hu- 
man per/aus, however felated, are indeed two feparate beings ; 
but this is not the cafe with refpeét to the two perfons Ayled 
Jehovah in the Old Teflament. They are fo united as to 
be infeparable, and effential to one another ; nor are we with- 
out fomething analogous even to this union in the works of 
creation, According to the generally received theory, which, 
whether true or falfe, is perte€lly conceivable, and therefore 
fufficient for our-prefent purpofe, the rays of light and heat, 
which illuminate and warm this earth, Rream from the mate- 
rial fun, which is the:efore confidered as the fountain of light 
and heat; and had the fun exifted from eternity, he would 
from eternity have poured forth rays of light and heat, which 
are indeed fo effential to him, that he would not be the fun, 
if he did not emit fuch rays. Some fuch analogy as this muft 
have occurred to the Nicene Fathers, when they declared thie 
Son of God to be yewwnSivla ix rod aaleds povoyeri, rovléoriv 
ix rns odcias trav malods* Sebv ix Sedu, Qais éx Qwris; but it isa 
very faint analogy, as all analogies of ney iggy fe ey the 
Supreme mind—to matter, muft neceffarily be. Such analo- 
gies, however, are fufficient to convey to our minds notions 

t to be the objects of faith, and to produce all the pra€tical 
confequences, which doctrines fo revealed were intended to 
produce. 


** Though this kind of knowledge, (fays a very pious and 
learned author*) is by femblance only and lie pe AE ane have 
a firm dependence upon the wifdom and veracity of God for fuch a 
jutt refemblance, and proportion, and corre/pendency between thefe 
types, which are natural, and the fupernatural antitypés, as ren. 





© Bithap Brown, of Corke,, io hig ingeoious work, entitied, 


The Procedure, Extent, and Limits of Human Underftanding. 
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ders that knowledge /olid and real; the faith that is built uponit, 
certain and firm; and our hope well.grounded and /ure. And then 
only are we in danger of running into error and delufion, and may 
be fatally deccived, when we either tutn it into mere metaphor and 
allufion only ; or when we frain that analogy, by which we con. 
ceive things fpiritual, to an wxdue and literal comparifon with 
things natural and human, and in fuch inftances as never were ine 
tended by the wifdom of God ; or, laftly, when we begin to ima. 
gine, that we have, in any degree, a dire or immediate perception 
of things fapernatural,’”  * 


But what is all this to the purpofe, if Juftin Martyr invented 
the doétrine that is to be thus analogically comprehended ? 
Nothing, certainly; but Juftin Martyr, as Mr. Belfham un« 
doubtedly knows, did mot invent the doétrine, whether it be 
true or falfe; for Bifhop Bull, Bilhop Pearfon, and Dr. Scott 
have proved, with the force of demonftration, that it was 
taught and received, among the Jews as well as Chriftians, 
long before Juftin Martyr was born. Bilhop Bull, in partis 
cular, has produced from a work, De Agricultura, by Philo, 
the celebrated Jew, who flourifhed a hundred years before 
Juftin, a paffage, in which the author fays, that, as a fhepherd 
tends his flock, fo God governs the heaven and earth, and all 
that they contain, and direéts, the motions of the fun, and 
moon, and ftars; and then, to fhow how all this is done, he 
adds: agoalncamevos, rov dp%ov adrod Adyov wewroyovey vidv, ag 
THY EWysdreiay THs iepas Tadlns ayeAns, cla Tr weyarou Baciktws 
fmagyos Siadezclas. Ke! yap tigvlal mou" dou syw tsar, dmodlernw 
KYYEASY AOU Eis WosowHey cov TOU QurAdees chev rH dw. Here 
Philo not only calls the Logos the vicegerent of God over 
the whole univerfe; but exprefsly quotes Exodus xxxiii, 20, 
as {peaking of the fame Logos, where it is faid to the ifreels 
ites; ** Behold, I fend my angel before thee, to keep thee im 
the way, and to bring thee into the place which I have pres 
pared.” But we learn from the verfe immediattly (ucceeds 
ing, that the people were commanded to * obey the voice of 
that angel, and not provoke him;” ** for,” fays the Divine 
{peaker, * he will not pardon your tranfgreflions; for my 
name is inhim.” It is the fame angel, of whom it is faid, in 
the 23d verfe, that ‘* he fhould gu'before the people to ding 
them into the Amorites, and the Hittites, &c.:’" but im :the 
book of Deuteronomy*, where the fame events.are, fpokea 
of, it is faid, ‘* Thou thalt not be affrighted at them (the 
nations); for JEHovaun, thy God, is among you, ami 
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God, and terrible. And Jenovan, thy God, will put out 
thofe nations before thee, by little and little. And JEHO- 
van, thy God, fhall deliver them unto thee, and fhall de- 
ftroy them with a mighty deftruétion, &c,”’ Thus then, the 
angel, who is, in Exodus, to go before the people, to dring 
them into the Amorites, &c.; who has authority to pardon 
or not pardon tranfgreflions ; and in whom is God’s name ; 
is, in Bucironsiey called JEHOVAH, the God of Ifrael ; 
fo that the name, which, in Exodus, is faid to have been in 
him, was indifputably the incommunicable name of JEHO- 
VAH. 


* But all this,’ fays Mr. Belfham, “is very erroneous. An 
angel is properly nothing more than a meffenger, and the angel 
here alluded to was probably Jofhua, who atted in the name, that 
is, by the authority of God.’’ P. 307. 


If this be fo, Jofhua was authorized to pardon or not to 
pardon tranfgrethons; was occafionally flyled, JEnovAn, 
rue Gop or Israkt; had the nameof Jenovan in him; 
went, on one occafion, to meet himfelf; received inftrudiens 
from him/feif, how to take Jericho; and even fell on his face 
to the earth, and wor/hipped him/feif!! See Jofhua v. 13, &c. 
and vi. |1—6. 

But this is not the only paffage in Philo’s works, in which 
that author underitands the Logos to have been the medium 
of the divine communications to the Patriarchs and the He- 
brew nation. The fame learned prelate, Rife Bull, pro- 
duces various quotations, which prove that, in the opinion of 
that Jewith philofopher, the God who appeared to Adam, 
after his full, in paradife; to Abraham, in the plains of Mam- 
re; and to Moles in the burning bufh; and whorained down 
fire from heaven on Sodom and Gomorrah, was 6 iegos Asyos, 
or & rot B:00 Aoyos. Nor is this doétrine peculiar to Philo 
among the Jews. The author of the W:/dom of Sslomon, who, 
according to the fame learned prelate, flourifhed long before 
Philo, and is believed to have written in the Chaldee Jan- 
gue. {peaking of the death of the firft-born in Egypt, 

ys*: “ While ali things were in quiet ftlence, and that 
hight was in the midft of her {wift courfe, thine almighty word 
leapt down from heaven out of thy royal throne—O avrodivapos 
eov AGyos am’ dueavav ix Iedvwy Ragirsiov—as a fierce man of 
war into a land of deftruétion, and brought thine unfei 
commandment as a fharp (word, and, ftanding up, filled all 
things with death, and it touched the heaven, but it ftood 
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upon the earth.” That this could not be faid of a mere voice 
is obvious, for perfonal aétions are attributed to this word ; 
and that it could be no created angel whom the author meant 
is rendered unqueftionable, by his faying, that the al/-power- 
ful word leapt from the royal throne of God, and flood upon the 
earth, reaching to the heaven. 

The fame admirable fcholar and eminent divine, to whom 
we feel it a duty thus often to refer, becaufe the Unitarians, 
as Mr. E. Nares obferves, ftudioufly keep him out of the view 
of the public, has fhown, by various quotations, that ations 
which, in the Hebrew original, are attributed to the Lord 
God, are, in the Chaldee paraphrafes, attribu:ed to the word 
of the Lord God. Hence he fays*, ** conftat veteres He- 
braos agnoville Adyor quendam Dei Patris, revera diflinf&tam 
ab ipfo Deo Patre hypoftalin, - ad homines defcendifle, et 
cum ipfis loqui folitus eft.’’ ut, lays Mr. Belfham, 


** "This do€trine of two Jehovahs arzzars to be plainly contra. 
dictory to the Jewifh Scriptures, which exprefsly and folemnly 
teach, that Jehovah, our God, is one Fehowab; or, rather, Febo- 
wah is our God, Febsveb is one, Deut. vi. 4. A declaration cited 
with the higheft approbation by our Saviour, Murk. ix. 29, 32. 
Sce likewife Neh. ix. 6. _ Nor.is it pretended that this doétrine 
was ever received by the Hebrew nation.” P. go2. ! 


No, Sir, this is not pretended, nor can it with truth be 
pretended, that fuch a doétrine was ever received by the 
Chriftian nations, who know, as well as the Unitarians or 
modern Jews, that JEHOVAH denotes abfolute, eternal, and 
neceffary exiftence, which they alfo think can be predicated 
of but one deing, fubflance or effénce. They think, however, 
that, in that one being, fubftance or effence, there may be a 
diftinétion analogous to that which we denominate by the 
word perfons; and that each of thefe divine perfons is en- 
titled to the appellation of Jehovah, becaufe they are all of the 
fame neceflarily exifting fubftance. The very text from 
Deuteronomy, which is here quoted in fupport of the Unita 
rian opinion, has been often urged in proof of the Catholic 
doétrine, and urged lately on an occafion, which furely called 
on Mr. Belfham to attempt at leaft to obviate its force, 


** The Hebrew wames,’*fays Mr. E. Nares+, ‘* are well known 
to have been all fignificant, fo fignificant, that perhaps there was 
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more of revelation contained in the Hebrew titles of God; than in 
any thing elfe. Jenovan alone was indicative of many prime 
attributes; Eloduy ahd Adonai, alfo bad their feveral meanings. 
It is eafy to raife the cry of Cabala, Myfticifm, &c. againft thofe 
who refer to fuch remote matters, but it is not cabalifti. 





cal, but fcriptural, and ftrictly fo, to lay fome firefs upon that re- 
markable paffage of Deut, vi. 4, ‘‘ the Lord our God is one Lord.’’ 
What a difference does it make when we read the original, Jeno- 
van our Erowim, is one JsHovan. We cannot get rid of 
thefe peculiar expreffions. EF Lotiim is undoubtedly a very par. 
ticular expreffion. It is applied in Scripture as a plural noun to 


the fal/e gods of the Heathens*; applied therefore in this emphatic 


manner to the true God alfo, it mufi be confidered as remarkably 
confiftent with that doétrine, which we conceive to be coeval with 
the creation, (the author might have faid anterior to the creation, 
though no one could thew have dearned'the do&trine), ‘ that in the 
Godhead there is a plurality, namely, an E/obim,’’ (and a unity, 
namely, JEwovaAu.)”’ 


Dr. Geddes, and our author after him, contend, that the 
word £ishim, when applied to the true God, does not necef-. 
farily imply any plurality at all; but fince it did imply fuch 
a plurality among the Heathen, 


“* Tt was a word, or form of fpeaking, to be avoided, rather 
than adopted,’”’ fays Mr. Nares, ‘‘ from the very circumftance of 
its having been applied by the Polytheiftical heathens to their falfe 
geds ;-and yet we find it even in the fecord commandment fo di- 
rectly pointed againit pelythei/m and idolatry.. I Jznovan am 
thy Erouimt. ‘The plural form /eems to be che/ex and particu. 
larly fele@ed, in order to fhow that no plurality in the true God 
infringed the wwii; for as a modern writer (Mr. Tomlinfon) 
oP ery why fay Elobim is ons J: hovah, if Elohim is nor 
plural,”’ 


Perhaps the force of this reafoning may a ftronger to 
fome of ont readers, by calling deena fr Ses auulogyt fug- 
ed by the Nicene Fathers. Suppofe a Newtonian phito- 
her, acquainted with the late Rica of ¢alorific rays, 
_— diftinét from the colerific rays, but both proceeding 
rom the fun, to have explained this doétrine to< man who 


_— ee 





* Ics literal mennings sporting to. Re. Tanlere ip; the mighty 
ference to any other, becaufe the author was a Socinian, and —d 
fore a witnels, againit whom Unitafians can make no objedion. 
Rev. 239). b> pert ord . BS, 

L> #oPoe this remark, Mr..Nares refers ta Ben Mordecai, ‘Dr. 
Rardotph’s Works, and Bithop Hiuntingford on the pce, ‘ 
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knew nothing of it before, he might with great propriety fum 
up his explanation by faying, ** the fun, our illuminators and 
warmers, (meaning the fun and his rays) is. one fun;” but 
how abfurd and tautological would it be, to fay, “ the fun, 
our fun, is one fan;”’ or, “ the fun, our luminous globe, is 
one fun.” | 

To all this Mr, Belfham anfwers, without taking the f{mall- 


eft notice uf the great names,.to which he {ets himfelf in op. 
pofition, 


« If the fuppofed fubordinate Jehovah is a pure fpirit, he could 
no more be the objeét of the fenfes than the Supreme: but if the 


fubordinate Jehovah could manifeft his prefence by fenfible fym. 
bols, fo dikewife might the Supreme,’’... P. 303s «i! 


After premifing thet we admit of no.other fubordination in 
JEHOVAH, than a fuberdination analogous to that of a hue - 
man fon to his human father, we beg leave to put this zealous 
Unitarian in. mind, that the queftioa is not, what the Supreme 
or fubordinate Jehovah could have done, but what they ace 
tually did; and that this queltion can beanfwered only from 
the Holy Scriptures. | wud . 

Our author does not venture in dire€t terms'to fay that hé 
underftands the language of the Hebrew Scriptures’ better 
than Philo, and the author of the book called the WitTdom of 
Solomon, or than Onkelos and Jonathan, the authors of the 
Targemim; but he hopes to get quit of the inferences drawn 
by the Catholics, from their fubftitution of the werd o Jeho, 


vah, for Jehovah in the original Hebrew, by the following 
fhort an/wer, 


‘¢ This argument is evidently founded upon a palpable miftake, 
In the Chaldee idiom, the term mimra, word, is fubftituted for the 


reciprocal pronoun, /-//; fo that the Word of Febovah means noe 
thing more than Febowah himjelf.” P, 316. 


That the Word of Jehovah means nothing efje, in the paffages 
quoted in this controverfy, than Jehoyah bimfelf, confidered 
as the ane eternal and neceffarily exifting being, is indifputable, 
for the reafons which we have already affigned ; but che uef. 
tion at iffue is, whether there be not more than one perfon in 
Jehovah, or whether the perfon called, in the Targumim, 
the Word of Jehovah, be not different, and, in the economy 
of grace, fubordinate to the perfon, which is called fimply 
Jehovah, Bithep Bull, whom this author very prudently 
wilhes to keep out of fight, admits, in the work already quo- 
ted, that mimra has often the effe& of the reciprocal pronoun, 
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$8 Belfham qn the Divinity of Chrift. 


‘* Sunt autem,’ fays he, ‘* in paraphrafibus Chaldzis, loca 
nonoulla, qua iftam interpretationem omnino refpuant. Gen. xx. 3, 
pbi textus Hebraus habet, Et vewit Deus ad Abimelech; Targum 
Onkelos (cui confenut Targum Jonathanis) vertit; £¢ venit ver. 
gum a facie Dei ad Abimelech ; quod certe non poreft intelligi, Ee 
wenit ipfe Deus a facie Dei.”” 


Mr. E. Nares too, another author whom Mr. Belfham pru- 
dently keeps out of fight, after obferving that our Saviour 
(Matt. xxii. 44, Mark xn. 36, Luke xx. 42) exprefsly ap- 
propriates.to himfelf the tallowing paflage of the cxth Pfalm: 
P the pehic, unto my Lord, fit thou on my right hand, 

Cc.” 5*; 


“¢ This, in the Targum of Jonathan, according to Galatinus 
and Fagizs, is thus paraphrafed: ‘* and the Lord faid to n1s 
Wonrp, fit thou on my right hand ;”” which, as is well obferved 
in the Letters of Ben Mordecai, could not bly be faid of any 
but a perfon, nor could it be faid by the father to himfelf. ‘This 
muft appear to meet that great objection of the learned Hackfpan, 
fand the lefs learned Belfham] as to the ufe of memra as a recipro- 
cal pronoun ; for how could God (the Father) {peak this of and 
to himfelf perfonally ; or how could our Saviour claim it, unlefs 
he were the Adonai of the Pfalmift, or the mimra dadonai‘of the 
paraphraft ? 

‘© No modern philofophers,’’ continues the fame valuable wri- 
ter, ‘‘ no theologians of the prefent day, can, upon the pretence 
of a more enlightened reafon, do away thefe evidences, Reafon 
may ftill objeét, and [pride] difdain to fubmit; but the hand of 
God is too vifible in {uch coincidences to be overlooked by per. 
fons of deep enquiry, and a fufficient knowledge of antiquity, 
The notion of a Worp of God, a Aoyos, prevailed among Jews 
and Gentiles, before the writing of St. John’s Gofpel. His ac- 
count of the matter does not agree with the fentiments of the Pla- 
tonifts, (not even with the Jewith Platonift, Philo, fo as to call 
Chrift Mevlegos bros, though much in agreement with him in other 
points) it does wor agree with the Gnoitic fyftem, except in appro- 
priating to: Jefus Chrift all thofe titles which they have given to 
diftiné&t fubfittences. But with the Jewith notions it does accord; 
to the correftion of all that was amifs in the other fyftems. Ie 
carries us regularly back to thofe manifeftations of the Deity in 
the Old Teflament, to that angel of the prefence, or vifible Jzno- 
van, who bore by authority (and by right) that ineffable namz, 
who {puke as God, appeared as God, was worthipped and adored as 
God.” 2 


By this time the reader is probably aware of the reafon 
which induced Mr, Belfham to throw the difcuffions con. 
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tained in this fection fo far back in the volume; for had thefe 
difcuffions occupied their proper place, he could not fo fully 
have availed himfelf of thofe advantages which he has derived. 
from the fuppofition, that the divinity of theirMafter muft have 
appeared an extraordinary and incredible doctrine to the apof- 
tles, and have excited fymptoms of aftonifhment, had it been 
really propofed to them. The reader, we truft, is likewife 
repared to eftimate, at their a er value, the following re- 
feations, with which thefe. difcuffions are concluded. 


‘* The currency which the opinion, that Chrift (the divine na. 
ture of Chrift) was the Jehovah angel, and the medium of the di. 
vine difpenfations to the Iflraelite nation, has obtained among 
learned and inquiGtive perfons, is truly furprifing, eonfidering the 
precarious foundation upon which it refts. ‘* It is the unanimous 
opinion of all antiquity,’’ fays Dr. Clarke, on Trin. -p. 121, 
‘€ that this angel who faid, Exod. iii. 6, ‘ J am the God of thy 
Jathers,’ was Chrift.”’ But, Aéts iii. 13, the apoftle Peter fays, 
‘“* The God of Abraham, and the God of Ifaac, and the God of 
Jacob, the God of our fathers, has glorified his fon Jefus :’” and 
Jefus could not be the God whofe fon he was.’’ (True, moft pro. 
found logician ; for the Jefus that was glorified, was the fon of 
the Virgin Mary, the maz .Jefus, whom the Jews are, by Src, 
Peter, hid to have killed.) ‘* Mr, Lindfay therefore ju/ly te. 
marks, (feq. p. 332) one may not fcruple to fay, with the aytho- 
rity of St. Peter and St, Luke,’* (aye, but will you fay without 
that authority ?) ‘ that all antiquity was certainly miftaken in 
the Ag: cribed to them by Dr. Clarke, fo far as they enter. 
tained it,’’ 


( To be concluded in our next.) 


* 





Art.IV. The Counte/s and Gertrude; or Modes of Difcipline: 
By Letitia-Matilda Hawkins. 8vo. Four Volumes. 
Il. 16s, Rivingtons. 1811. 


Wy HEN any publication in the form of a novel prefents 
itfelf for our examination, which is at all indicative of 
good feeling, good fenfe, good intention, and fuperior 
abilities, Frou we do not gererally attend to works 
of this defcription, we have every difpofition to’ regard it 
favourably. The trafh with which we are continually af- 
failed and offended, however contemptible as objeéts of 
criticifm, have equally, it is to be feared, extenfive circu- 
lation and pegnicious rofequencer, We know that the 
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readers of novels are a numerous clafs, and that the genes 
rahty of novels cannot be read without injurv, or, to [peak 
in ihe mildeft language poffible, without a lamentable waite 
of time. We are rn an inclined to thank Mifs Hawkins 
for placing a work before the public, which, however it may 
be open in particular parts to the feverity of cruicifm, is 
Unexceptionable in its tendency, which is intended to do 
good, and which indeed cannot be peru‘ed without the mof 
falutary-impreffions, 

The following is the outline of the ftory. 

Gertrude Aubrey is the daughter of a clergyman, the 
refto: of a provincial village, in which the family feat of the 
noble family of Luxmore is fituated, 

Lord Luxmore, an embarrafled young nobleman, is repre- 
fented as marrying, at the age of eighreen, in order to res 
trieve his affairs, the daughter of a wealthy citizen, twelve 
years older than himlell. After a certain period he retires 
with his Lady to Luxmure, whois chere dehvered of a fon 
and heir, Lord Portargis, nearly at the fame time that Ger- 
trude is born at the parfonage. ~The reétor’s child ts pa. 
tronized by the Counte’s and her hufband, and a Gentiliae 
intimacy between the children progr lived increafes from 
infancy. The re€tor dies, the wife and daughter are: re- 
ceived into the Luxmore family ; Mrs. Aubrey offends ber 
patronefs, and is difcarded in- difgrace, and Gertrude remains 
the »umbieft of dependents upon the precarious bounty of 
the Countefs. In this interval, as might be expected, Lord 
Luxmore, whofe previous intrigue with an amiable girl 
whom he has feduced, had been difcovered, is [eparated from 
his wife, whom he defprfes and abhors, and goes abroad in 
fone diplomatic fituation. The progrefs of the education 
of Gertrude forms the fubftance of thefe volumes, and the 
reader is warned at the commencement, that the work has 
for ns bafis fo much truth thot it muft not be ranked with 
works of invention. But the leffons which are here incul- 
cated, the maxims impreffed, and the admonitions given, 
cannot be tvo highly praifed; for nothing can be more ad- 
mirably calculated to prepare and fortify an unproteéted 
female agvinft the diftreffes, mortifications, and viciffitudes 
of life. Lady Luxmore is delineated as a compound of 
meannefs, snfolencé, caprice, aud folly; Gertrude as fub- 
mitting patiently to evils for whifh no remedy was pre. 
fented, and eagerly availing herfelf of every opportunity, 
rare and fcanty as they were, to fortify her principles, and 
improve her mind. ‘The refult is natural. She finally meets 
with her reward, Lord Portargis, after much fhow of at+ 
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tachment, but conftant ficklenefs of mind and condu& with 
refpeét to Gertrude, precipitately morries a proud unprine 
cipled woman of fafhion, and is killed in a duel by her 
feducer. Lady Luxmore dies, and Lord Luxmore offers to 
marry Gertrude; but he alfo is inconftant, and marnes a 
widow of rank, who had been the friend and protectrefs of 
Gertrude. The conclufion of the piece reprefents the 
heroine as marrying the fon of the reétor who fuceeeded her 
father, who is every thing that is good and amiable, and 
eventual heir to the titles and honours of Luxmore.  Intere 
{perfed are a multitude of anecdoies, fome goed, fome 
trifling, and fome foolifh enough; but good intention is ob- 
vious t. roughout the whole of the work, It would not be 
fair to omit ipecimens of a performance which has fo much 
real merit. ‘Two therefore are tubjoined, one of graver, 
and a fecond of more ludicrous compofition. ‘The frit is 
the character of Mr. Scerling, the ftep-uncle of Lady Luxe 
more, trom whom Gertrude derived her beit acquirements. 


«¢ He was aman of found fenfe and of cultivated talerits: the 
law had been his profeffion, but the liberality of his brother had 
enabled him to quit the laborious part of it; and he indulged his 
tuite for literature, by increafing his knowledge, and diffufing it 
through the medium of the prefs, which was, on various fabjetts, 

enerally at work in his fervice. His acquirements, confiderable 
in themfeives, could: have their dae appreciation with none bat 
thof: who know the preclufion, which being thrown at fourteen 
or fifteen into one of the law offices, forms againft, even the 
memory of an education, It is in vain, in general, that a 
young man promifes himfelf to rife an hour earlier, and go to bed 
an hour later chan thofe content wih their ftock of knowledge, 
and that his vacation fhall be dedicated to the unread claffics *. 
Wearinefs is wearinefs to all bodies, though, perhaps, not to all 
minds; anda horfe, even from a livery-ftable, will diftance any 
Pegafus that fancy may mount for the long vacation, But Mr, 
Sterling’s taftes, and thofe of a few whom we have known, were 
too itrong for the fap of indolence or the treachery of pleafare, 





*« ® He would at times {peak feelingly of the hardthips which 
were, in his younger days, the lot and the difcipline of lads in 
his fituation; and uf thofe cafual vexations, which are unex. 

edly atoned for, he would give an infta»ce by relating his 
evere feeling of the unkindnefs of a man, who feeing* him bath. 
ing ina pond, threw his clothes into it. ‘ 1 bore it then,’ faid 
he, ‘ and had no choice, Little did I think that that pond, the 
field, and the whole cftate, would one day be mine,’ ’’ . He 
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‘© He was what is termed a found black-letter lawyer, and a 
perfect Englifh-feholar ; and his reading, various, extenfive, and 
deep, led him beyond the writers of his own country: he had a 
pafiion for mufic of the old fchool, a critical knowledge of paint- 
ing and fculpture, fine ideas of architeétare, and the propenfitics 
ot a gentleman. He was a manof the ftricteft probity and pureft 
mind, and of a temper naturally inclined to every thing focial 5 
but the wife whom he had loft, had early in their union checked 
this difpofition: yet, when fhe married, fhe fat cown with good 
mtentions, and meant to centre all her joy on home and her hf. 
band; but, untowardly for the comfort of both, fhe was very 
muperfectly informed 2 to the beft method of doing what fhe 
thought her duty ; the firft ftep to it was the prattice of fitting 
up for Mr. Sterling, to the injury of her health and the irritation 
of her nerves, whenever he {pent an evening from home: he was 
then received with tears of joy, and a recitative of all the hor. 
rors of imagination which her love had fuggefted: this, however 
pretty for the firit fortnight, had, at the end of that time, the 
effet of hinting to him, that he purchafed his enjoyment at the 
“oye of a fellow-cseature’s peace; and confequently, though 

could not ftand the laugh of his friends, by renouncing ¢ 

participation he had promifed them in their little focial meetings, 
where mufic and the various branches of SePes lettres gave a zctt 
to cooverfation, his pleafure in thefe amufements was annihilated : 
the finifhing ftroke was referved for the period of ffx weeks after 
marriage, when on his going to aclub in the neighbourhood, 
where afew friends met to fing Purcell’s mufic, fhe with tears 
told him, fhe percetved he did not love her fo well as he had 
done. She was too pretty, und he was too foft-hearted, to en- 
dure the hearing this twice: be told his friends, he had now 
etery thing the world could give him, at home, and from that 
day, he obtained the appellation of * the uxorious,’ from which 
nothing but the death of his wife could have freed him. 

** Her affiduity had grown rather wearifome : fptinging from 
an oftentation of duty, and not from that free-born capacious 
love that carries difcretion at its fide, it exifted only in ex. 
tremes : fhe would fuffer no one to wait on him but herfelf; the 
was his valet, his porter, his fcout—every thing, in fhort, but 
companion and friend ; and he who well knew the real province, 
and had hoped for the def affections of a female fo placed, was 
far from pleafed at fecing her emulating the flavith fervices of a 
negro. Her death thocked his good nature, but did not much 
abridge his happinefs ;—he loft, indeed, a fervant who anticipated 
his wants ;*but he was rid of a perpetual bliffer, which hindered 
his enjoying many comforts. As their taftes were not fimilar, 
thete was little painful recolleCiion in their feparation; he foon 
fettled himfelf again, «x gergory in chambcts, and remained 
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in that way of life, till the time now mentioned, when the bold 
thieveries of his laundrefs, added to fome inftances of negligence 
that endangered his health, made him caft a wifhful eye towards’ 
his only female relation. 

«¢ In his progrefs through life, having been a man much re. 
forted to and relied on, engaged in trufts, arbitrations, and chan- 
cery-fuits, he had been compelled to fee much evil, fo much that 
he had acquired a habit of looking for it, and of fuppofing it 
where it did not exift, With this adaptation of his vifual facul. 
ties, his fagacity was keen, and that intereft which we take in 
any pre-eminence we poffefs, made it, alas! a matter of vittory 
and triumph, when his fufpicions proved prophetic: thus pre.: 
poffeffed, he was fevere ; but he was, when left to himfelf, feldom 
unjuft ; no man had more candour in correcting himfelf, no man. 
was more eafily appeafed when angry, no man was more difpofed. 
to encourage virtue: his faults might have been averted, had he 
matried a woman of foothing manners and ftrong good fenfe} and: 
he might have become popular, would he have connived at guilt 
or fpoken * fmooth’ inftead of true things: thofe who knew hia 
beft defended him from the charge of uncharitable autterity, by 
aflerting, that it was exercifed in the greateft degree on himfelf ;: 
and thofe who denied him to be merciful were fuch only as were, 
yet to be taught that juftice muft be fatisficd before mercy cam 
find place. When he quitted the profeflion of the law, the mof: 
honourable teltimonies were borne to his uprightnefs. He miight: 
have been reproached, as Mary de Medicis reproached Bafiom.- 
pierce, for difdaining to folicit favours, but he could not be 
charged with accepting them. im : 

*« Unfortunately, Lady Luxmore was his only refuge againft 
the inconveniencies cf a folitary old age ; every year had Roa. 
ened his lifts of cordial friendfhips, without any fubftitutions; 
for he had not taken the wholefome advice of ‘ {plicing in’ agrec-. 
able acquaintance, to prevent this natural evil of protraéted 
exiftence. In reforting to his niece’s houfe, he was in danger of 
extinguifhing the laft ray of that better light which would have 
informed a ided his fuperior mind and its actions. ‘Though: 
he remembered the time when he heartily defpifed her, and had 
till no efteem for her, yet there was too great probability, that, 
by the frequent repetition of her fentiments, he might be led to 
adopt them, and end that life as a cynic, which he had hitherto 
made of dignified utility ;-for even their bickerings, which at: 
tines were carried to fome length, though the arguments ufed. 
pose him never made him a convert, had yet the anhappy effet 

increafing that which was already too ftrong a feature in his 
character. . 

‘6 ‘Tle influence of a man fo circumftanced and gifted, could, 
mot be negative ; and Gertrude, for a week after Mr, Stegling’s 
arrival, bocicd herfc]f sepaid for all her loffes, and fecured from 
every 
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évery repetition of fulfering. She had been accuftomed to fee 
him as a vifiror; and the novel foc ety of a child, feemed to 
have the power of bringing out affections ani tendernefies he 
had forgotten he poffeifed : fhe thought herf{elf certain of a friend, 
in him, when fhe found his afeal kindyels of manner towards her 
increafed, perhaps, by good humour refuiting irom the hope of 
improved comfort.’’ Vol. I. p. 245. 


The length of the fecond extra& may be excufed from 
its humour. 


“* The morning of departore arrived, and the cavalcade, 
which Portargis doubted not he was to marfhal, came round on 
the rattling pavement co the fweep before the door. Lord Lux- 
more’s travelling chariot, neat, handfome, becoming his rank, 
and evincing no folicitude or oftentation, had four poft horfes ; 
Lady Luxmore’s venerabie family-coach, with blazonry that 
feemed io have run all over the pannels, with a baluftrade of co- 
ronets on the top, and the fprings’ well bound, as their only 
chance for reaching the coaft of the Englifh channel, was drawn 
by her own pair of ancient forrels, aflifted and efcorted through 
acountry, which, alas! they could never hope ¢o fee, by a pair 
of leaders. An open carriage, the darling throne of the vifcount, 
completed the number of vehicles neceflary, and was drawn by 
two ‘ famous’ greys of his owr. purchafing. On the derriere of 
the chariot, was faftened a trunk, containing the moveable ward. 
robes of the noblemen, and on the front axle-tree was placed a 
{maller one, which Portargis, having recollected it rather late in 
the preparation, had gone daily to town and fworn himfelf to the 
antipodes, to get finifhed to his mind, and fitted to its place. 
Loving a fecret, becaufe he loved not thofe with whom he fhould 
have communicated, he had contrived its coming home on the 
day when the Countefs went to town to make her arrangements: 
it had been placed in Gertrude’s chamber; and one large {pace 
for her clothes, a fmaller for her books, and G. A. in all the tafte 
that morocco-leather and gilt nails wouJd admit, declared its 

ffeffor. But fimple Gertrude had inftantly divulged his Lord. 
thi ’s generofity ; and Lady Luxmore had commented on it, by 
Sale that he was always throwing away his money on fome 
nonfenfe or other; therefore, at the prefent moment, Gertrude 
had no fears of deteétion, nor any greater than that her bijou of 
accommodation, might be injured in being applied to the ufe for 
which it was intended. 

‘© Her Ladythip had ordered to attend her, her own female 
fervant ahd her cook; and with thefe damfels had arrived an 
immenfe bafket, fortified with leather and iron, and padlocked in 
a way that fecured it from depredation. The coachman*was bid 
to defcend ; the footman was {training every nerve, and the maids 
were pufhing witn all their might, bafket, coach, and = 

when 
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when Portargis, at once the Hermes and Argus of the fcene, prow 


ceeded ro enquire what the devil they were all at.’ 7 

«« We ate only getting the bafket up, your Lordfhip.’— 
« Bafket ??—* Yes, your Lordfhip, ovr batket; our people took 
it with ’em laft year; it's a nice bafket y’mought fay, for vege- 
tables to go by water, as Thomas fays it was formerly ; but Fy 
can’t fay how it’s to go by coach, being I didn’t live at the 
time it went afore, your Lordthip.’ 

«* I dare fay,’ faid Mrs. Slipflop, looking at her rent fleeve, 
‘ as it went at top like a himpeeral.’ | 

‘© Himpeerall* repeated the Vifcount, ‘ ftand off; get away, 
or I’ll kick youall to——————,  What’s in it ? I fay—what’s 
in it ?-can’t you {peak ?” 

‘¢ Why can’t you fay, Tom?’ faid the coachman to his fel. 
low-labourer, I believe, your lordfhip, its our liveries and 
drefs hats.’ 

«« Yes,’ faid Mrs. Slipflop, ¢ and the cook and my things.” 

«© What the deuce?’ cried Portargis, ‘ is the cook in it? it 
may well be heavy !’ 1 

‘© O! no,’ faid the ufeful damfel, ‘ I be here, my lord; only 
its Mrs. Slipflop and my tranks and all our beft things; and I 
hope as they won’t take no harm, for they are what\we ha’ 
worked hard for, and: wé wants ’em all to go to a watering-place, 
I knows, for I has been there afore, and I knows, as y’may fay, 
what's fit’ : 

«* Down with them,’ faid the vifcount, § fend them all by the 
wageon.’ 

* O! no, no, your Lordthip,’ fcreamed ‘Wirs. Slipflop; § I res 
member there’s forme of my’ Lady's parryfernalirs, for the coach. 
feats is cram full; and lawk.a-day! there’s our parrot as cook 
would bring all I could fay ; and the cat, tor I could not bear to 
leave her Zillentaty, in a hand-bafket, for | thought the’d free 
after us; for fhe’s very much attach to me. 1| puta plate of 
victuals for her; and it’s a nice place ; no danger of turning toply. 
turvey ; and my Lady’s things is all fafe; its nice and roomy.’ 

‘¢ The duteous fon, when he had heard his mother’s name, 
faid not another word: he left sthe.driver of the leaders, who 
had now heard of what was doing behind him, to proteft that the 
batket and its contents muft come by the waggon, and flipt 
fairs, to carry into execution the plan he had fettled in his mind, 
for difpofing of his paflengers. . 

“ His arrangement was this: ‘the open carriage with himfelf 
and Gertrude was to lead; the travelling-chariot was to contain 
his father and his crutches, which were .itill g and in the 
fpacious coach the Countefs and her two maids of ‘honour could 
not be crowded, even with the fix boxes thar contained. the con. 
tribution of the Richmond.milliners, and_ for which there would 
be ample roum on the vacant fourth feat or the laps of thoft.whe 
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ied the other three. The footman went with the céachman 
on his feaz ; and Monfieur Chamborde on his own herfe, with the 


‘two grooms, on the Earl’s and Vifcount’s, formed the equeftriam 


attendance. 

*€ Lady Luxmore had not left her room where Gertrude was 
affiting her: they were therefore to be informed of their defti- 
nations; and Portatgis beginning now to be fenfible that all his 
happinefs hung by the poflibility of his carrying one point, felt 
his heart beat outrageoufly ; and, like a culprit haftening for- 
ward the only moments perhaps when mifery would remain un. 
eettain, he executed with great adroitnefs the office of whipper- 
in to his party = he fent Chamborde to help his father on his fup- 
ports down the ftair-cafe; and ‘ Gatty, Gatty !’ correéted ina 
fecond edition into * Mifs Aubrey! Mifs Aubrey!’ was his fum. 
mons to his mother. 

** Behold the groupe: the men-fervants on the outfide of the 
houfe, mounting and adjufting legs and ftirrups ; the waiters at 
the fide of the carriages ; the hoftefs ready to promife fine wea- 
ther, pleafant journey, no duft, and gratitude for paft favours, 
durable till the next, perhaps royal, unportation effaced it ; her 
daughters defirous to fee the laft of fweet Mifs Aubrey ; and 
Lord Luxmore, congratulating himfelf on having, for the firft 
time, fhuffled down the ftairs without fear. 

** Now arrived the Countefs, hobbling a little, but dreft with 
with revived ¢éclat, and defigning to teach the fea-nymphs the 
fafhions of London. brought from Richmond, where fhe had found 
fome very ‘ pretty milliners,’ and, in her opinion, ‘ more mode. 
rate in their chafges,’ than at the weft end of the town,’ Ger. 
trude clofed the proceflion—a fimple figure of white, holding by 
a grey ribbon with one hand, her gypfey-hat, and offering her 
other arm to Lady Luxmore, who put her by, not urgently, 
with—* No no, not now—fo many people about.—I fhall do very 
well,’ 

“* Portargis beckoning, tried to bring Gertrude forward ; but 
fhe quitted not the Countefs, who went out at the door, and fur. 
veying the cavalcade from the van to the rear, feemed to 
fix her eye on the open carriage.—‘ Here’s your coach, Lady 
Luxmore,’ faid Portargis, ‘ this way; you had better get in, 
before we move.’—* The coach!’ faid her Ladyhhip, * and pray 
who goes with me?’—* Your fervants are there,’ replied her 
fon ; * as you are an invalid, I thopghe it better they thoald at. 
tend you. You fee my father is getting into the chariot, and 
his fticks take up all the room—pray get in.’ | 

‘* And do you think,’’. aed her Ladyfhip, in her natural 
tone, ‘ that I will go ftived up in the coach with my cook? not 
1 indeed, Sir. I thall go in the open carriage; I like to fee 
about me as well as any body. I fuppofe there’s room for twe 
io it, sO! you 
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* ©! you can never bear it—phhaw! its nonfenfe to talk of 


it; you will be either burnt to death, or 

‘¢ And pray, Sir, who do you think is to bear it? you were 
not going alone, I dare fay.’ : 

«‘ I fhould go alone, unlefs Mifs Aubrey will go, Come, 
Gatty, it will do you good,’ 

“« Stay till fhe has my leave, pray Lord Portargis. I fhall go 
my felf -———_—_’ 

"ee Then by upon my honour, 1 will not drive you; it’sa 
very hilly road, and I am fure you will be afraid-—-——— bue 
if you like to take the carriage, your coachman may drive it; 
he’s ufed to you, and T am not.’ 

“< No, my lord, I fhall not go to be driven by my coach. 
man.’ 

<¢ Well! perhaps my father can take you, you fee he’s having 
his carrizge thrown open.’ 

‘s Lord Luxmere, does not the chariot hold ¢rve ?’ 

“« Tam afraid you will be crowded, as ‘I am an invalid here 
with my crutches, and I muft cafe my leg by laying it up now 
and then,’ 

““ Well then, I fuppofe lam to go in the coach. Come Mids.? 

“< No, no; Gatty, come with me,’ faid the Vifcount. 

“© O! let Mifs.Aubrey come here,’ faid the Earl, * here’s 
plenty of room for her; the takes no room, and fhe will let me 
indulge.’ | 
_ ** Mifs Aubrey goes with me,’ concluded the Countefs, in a 
tone that clofed the cadence in the key-note. 

* Lord Portargis jumped into his vehicle, and fet off, at the 
rik of a!) the poft-horfes following his lead, and fo they had de. 
cided to do, when her Ladyship’s leaf ferviceable foot was alone 
on the ground; they were ftopt, and the afcended again with 
Gertrude and her houfhold es who, before they got off the 
pavement, recollected that no orders had been given about 
bafket, and that therefore the parrot would dic for want of water, 
the cat for want of food, and that ‘ neither they nor their Lady* 
would have fome changes of raiment, till the waggon, whefe 
ailiftance had never been befpoken, thonld, in its benevolence, 
bring their habiliments.” Vol. ILL, p. 194. 


We have now to difcharge the lefs pleafing part of our 
office, and great pity it is to fay, that a little care and re- 
flection might have made this meritorious performance ; what 
we now fear it never will be, generally acceptable and popu- 
lar. Had it been pruned of its excrefcences, of tedious digref- 
fions, of many chara&ers of ne concern or interelt, and, above 
all, of a number of filly gofliping Rories, two good volumes 
might have been exhibited, which critics might have tead 
with complacency, and moralifts cecommended with confi- 
dence. Every page exhibits ftrong good fenfe, but fucha 
y want 
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want of true tafle in compofition, that Latin, Italian, Gere 
man, French, and fometimes Greek, dance before us, to ufe 
the words of Junius, in all the mazes of metaphorical con- 
fufion. Such atiffue of names was furely never affembled. 
We have Lady Smellcork, Mrs. Haggle, Mifs Cramwell, 
Colonel! Sabretafch, Mrs. Anyone, Lady Eggfhell, &c. &c. 
—How could fo accomplifhed a female as we know Mifs 
Hawkins to be, talk of to ‘ differtate,” p.5; “ the an- 
tennz of our duty,” p. 376; “ eflenrer the venifon.’ V.2, 
p- +1. ‘ the caltrops of a proceflion,” p. 97. Qr. what does 
this mean? ** unhorizoned charity,” p. 121; * ex pedie 
opinion,” p. 123; * halo of anecdote,” p. 338. Again, 
V. 3, “ fibillations of a whilper,” p. 141; ‘* halo of plea- 
fant feelings, p. 186; ‘* Time exercifing fomething fimilar 
to the ad libitum of a Greck aonft!!!!" p. 381; ** having 
proceeded thus far on the declivity of indifference, his pro- 
ye€tile and. centripetal force may be calculated,” p. 382. _ 
But we forbear. We had indeed intended to have entered 
into a more particular fpecification both of faults and 
merits, but we willingly reflect that the latter have by far 
the preponderance, and we can have no poffible fatisfa€tion in 
expatiating upon errors which we are convinced were merely 
the refult of carelef{nefs and inattention, 





Art. V. An Effay to explain the Caufe of the principal 
Phenomena in Nature. By J. Hamflead, Efg. Captain in 
the R. N. Forthe Author. Steel. 8vo. 1811. 


FT HIS Effay is to be confidered as a profpc€us of part of a 
work, which, the Author informs us, will enter into an 
enquiry concerning thofe abftrufe points of natural philofo. 
phy which have long puzzled and often confounded the molt 
fagacious of our philofophers. ‘The difcuffion of topics, the 
develepement of the caufes of various natural phenomena 
hitherto deemed inexplicable, which have been fubmitted to 
our notice bya Newton, only under the modeft form of que- 
ries, are fubjects which as they are molt interefling ought, 
according to the author’s declared intention, to roufe the 
world from the flate of apathy, arifing from an ignorance of 
the great governing principles. Thefe, he fays, have eluded 
the - rd refearch of enquirers, though much light has been 
obtained from their fucceffive labours. Profeffing boldly to 
venture on a world unknown, the Author undertakes to efta- 
blith by experimental proof or analogy with fats obferved 
in nature, 
« sh, 
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t¢ sft! The truth of what Newton doubted, concerning the exs 
jftence of a fubtile ether in which the planets and this mundane 
fyftem move, that it is fully competent to fuftain the various 
worlds upheld therein, that the power of gravity arifes from the 
ation of this medium, and that motion could not be without 
it. 2. To examine minutely the nature and laws of magnetifm, 
with intent to fhow that the earth poffeiles every quality that a 
magnet poflefles, that it is, governed by the conjoint powers of 
gravity and mageee | that from the Jatrer power arife the 
caufes of centrifugal motion, that light arifes from a fimjlar 
caufe, that the fin is ikewife a magnetic body, and confequently 
that it is nota globe of fire. The third fubje& will be an en. 
deavour to explain the caufe of various other natural. phenomena 
and the work will conclude with an inquiry into the caufe of 
the variation of the compafs,”’ 


Thefe are points which will certainly roufe attention : 
and it is in Capt. Hamftead’s own power not to awaken 


“© The world’s dread laugh 
‘© Which not the firm philofopher can fcotn,’’ 


by cautioufly attending to thofe few principles which Newton 
has laid down as the bafis of all juft hypothetical reafonings. ' 

After having premifed thus much of the author’s interi+ 
tiorf8, we proceed to the work itfelf. The firft Chapter is 
on the nature and caufe of gravity, in which the definitions 
of gravity, terreftrial, folar, and univerfal, are followed by 
the feyeral laws deduced from obfervation and experiment 
by the great Newton, and thefe are adopted by. the 
Author, as the balis of his own expofition of their:caufes. 
‘The analyucal mode of proof is then entered. upon. by 
obferving the effects of the air’s compreflive and elaftic 
force, upon common objeéts ;~and as the experiments are 
founded upon common experience, we give at once a {peci- 
men of the author’s reafoning and hypothelis. : 


‘* ‘To commence the argument, fuppofe the univerfe to be filled 
with a fubtile xther, without any world being fultained therein ; 
if the ether was not elaftic and compreffible the {mallet fubftance 
could net be thruft in any part thereof; but if it was elaftic 
and compreffible, a world might be Gtuated therein; and fuch 
world would difplace a portion of the xthereal medium equal. to 
the volume contained in the mafs, which medium, if the world 
was {phericaly; would equally prefs upon all parts of the furface 
towards the centre, to regain the fpace it previoufly occupied ; for 
fluids are found to prefs equally in all dire@tions, and fuch preffure 
would be the greateft at the furface of the body ; from this we 

E obtain 

BRIT. CRIT. VOL. XXXIX. JAN. 1812. 





























2 ~ Bee “e023 - eo SR ti cea 
a “ pind became aie : 
4 7 1, 7 ream ware = ye * Bhs aio 
od iesich Mag per, « in Pract a Ata iets 3 
: - mammarnmmaeres . PT, NED yi ps 
pe ne at = “ Bn 
> ta — ye ao . ba hearts 4) ilapecer = SS he “ 


. a oman ee 
ee leaitat crantieeotean 


— . -caecmnramrar st 
: . ~ - 
3 . ee one a = 
SRLS = 





—— 


eh sce-—nentin ponahiir 



























“50 Hamflead on the principal Phenomena in Nature. 


obtain our firft data, that if there isa plenum of fubtile ether, 
fuftaining a world therein, fuch xther muft be capable of com. 
preffion and expanfion.’’ 


After having fhown that bodies are fupported in fluids ac- 
cording to their denfities or relative pfpecific gravities, and 
from the greater denfity of the earth compared with the 
wtherial medium beyond the atmofphere,. to account for its 
being fultained, &c. : 


_ *€ We thall therefore proceed to enquire by what other agent 
+ fo rare a medium ‘(as that agquctticnabie is in which the planets 
move) can be made to futtain the weight of ‘fuch immenfe 
bodies ; and afterwards fhow what would be the rule of aétion of 
an elaftic xthereal plenum ; and that fuch rule of a¢tion is per. 
fectly accordant with the laws of gravity.” 


This powerful agent he endeavours, to fhow by the effeéts 
of the elaflicity of common air, and its power to fuftain the 
heavieit preilures, as is evinced in the common air-gun, to 
be elaflicity ; and that as aqueous particles tend to deflroy 
this agent, in the verge of. the atmofphere to which they do 
not rife, the medium there muft be in a fate capable of the 
higheft elafticity. He next endeavours to fhow the effeét of 
cold on this property of air, and from the intenfe cold feund 
in the upper regions and its effects on the barometer, as well 
as other experiments, he fubmits, 


“* That cold in the zenith of its power is capable of giving to 
the zthereal medium a compreflive quality, making it adequate te 
fuftain the heavieft bodies.’’ 


From thefe conclufions he determines that if the exiftence 
of fuch a plenum of elaflic axther be allowed, 


#¢ ft, That the preffure of fuch medium would increafe in direc 
ratio from the centre to the furface of a body ; and that it would 
decreafe from the furface upwards according to the firft law of 

ravity. 
. ee 42, That when bodies are of the fame fize but of different den- 
fities, the preffure will be the greateft and its fphere of aétion 
moft extended opon bodies of the greateft denfity, according to the 
fecond law of gravity. 

“¢ od, That by the action of fuch medium all bodies would be 
forced to tend towards one another when they come within the 
fphere of each other’s gravitation.”’ 


From which it appears that terreflrial gravitation or attrac- 
tion is nothing clfe than the compreflive force éxerted by 
this elaflic medium againft the earth’s {phere to recover its 


placc ; 
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lace ; and folar gravitation, proceeds from a fimilar effort, 
Dut as the fun is 111 times larger than the earth, and larger 
and denfer than any of the planets, the {phere of folar gravi- 
tation wil be of proportionate extent. 

We confefs there is a fimplicity in thefe fpeculations of 
Mr. H. which we fhould wifh to fee fixed upon the philofo- 
phic foundations of more accurate demonftrative proofs, 
than thofe adduced, of analogy between our limited ex- 
perience of elaftic fluids or wthers, and fuch as-can be 
only conjeétured to exift in the unexplored regions of im- 
menfity ; and we fhall wait with anxiety for the fucceeding 
portions of his work, to be fatisfied in the numerous points 
which philofophic criticifm may objeét to every new hypo- 
thefis. It is admitted by Newton that bodies might move 
according to the laws of gravitation through a fluid medium, 
if fuch fluid was of equal denfity with the body; if com. 
preffien can be eftablifhed as a fubftinute for the denfity of the 
fuftaining medium, and its exiflence allowed, we think the 
relative motions of the planetary fyftems as dependent on 
their own {pheres of compreffion or gravitation and on each 
other, may be ealily reconciled with the Newtonian theories, 
which prove the effects of forces and other various relations ; , 
though modefly prevented the fublime philofopher from 
laying down any imperative dogmas as to the nature of the 
forces themfelves. With refpect to the exiftence of a 
plenum, and the exiftence and attributes of the Deity there. 
in, we have a pleafing folution to the queries of Sceptics 
with which we thall conclude our prefent remarks. 


*€ God is vifible in all his works, but he himfelf is incompre. 
henfible, it is therefore, from his works and attributes alone, that 
we can reafon, and if we are to raife a fuppofition, let it be one 
that we can reafon upon, one that will allow the Almighty a// 
his attributes: would it not therefore be more rational to 
imagine that God in the beginning filled the univerfe wich his 
prefence by a power emanating from and fuftained by himfelf ? 
Such pewer would be an univerfal plenum, of which the prity 
being the centre or fulcrum point and extending himfelf univer. 
fally, ue would be a// in e//, fuch power might be conceived 
the origin of matter which when collefed into different bodies 
would affume form,’’—** and as it tended to affume form and was 
colle€ting into different bodies, the medium in which the matter 
was depofited would become rarefied without any detraétion 
from its powers; for the matter when colleéted would ftill be 
fuftained therein ; and be propelled, in affuming a general form, 
to take that of a fphere. ‘Thus the Deity would be reprefented 
oa ere. omnipotent, .and omnifcient ; for he would create, 
Gill, fuftain, and dire¢t all things.’’ 
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52 Falconer’s Bampion Le&ures, 


Art. VI. Certain Principles in Evanfon's ‘‘ D.ffinance by 
Jour generally received Evangelifts,” 8c. examined, in Eight 
D: ourfes, delivered before the Univerfity of Oxford, at St. 
Mary's, in the year 1810, at the Lecture founded by the late 
Rev. John Bampton, Canon of Salifoiry, by Thomas Fal- 
coner, A.M. of Corpus Chrifti College, Oxford. 8vo. pp. 400 
J0s. 6d. Oxford printed. Longman and Co. Eaton. 
$l. 


Wwe: have often before obferved, but muft flill repeat it, 

that the learned perfons who undertake this academical 
exercife have not fair pley. Their labours are fupended 
almoft as foon as they become public. One Bampton lec- 
turer treads fo clofe upon the heels of another, that it would 
be too much to expeét of a bufy and occupied world, amidft 
the heap of publications with hich the pre{steems, to beftow 
on each, or any lecturer, the attention he may chance to 
merit. Still we are anxious to give a conf{picuous and per- 
manent place to thefe le€tures among the theological works 
of the nation. We are confident that they all deferve to be 
preferved, as books of reference, on many curious points of 
divinity ; more fo, perhaps, thar any other exilting, becaule 
they embrace a greater variety of fubjcéts, and muft tend 
ultimately to form acopious mine of theology, and ecclefiafti- 
cal hiflory; from which many rich ftores may be extraéted, 
either by the fludent who is in fearch of general information, 
ar the profefled critic who has any particular topic to difcufs. 
Mr. Falconer has done, what we believe has not been at- 
tempted before—he has very judicioufly placed, at the be- 
ginning of his book, not only a lift of his predecefiors in the 
Bamptonian chair, but of the feveral fubjeéts of their re- 
{pective leéiures ; and becaufe it is not ealy to find fuch a 
lift, and the great variety and importance of the — dif- 
culfed, may tend to corroborate our opinions of the general 
utility of the le€ture, we hall tran{cribe the lifl at length, or 
at leaft with very trifling al:erations. 


“1780. James Bandinell, D.D. of Jefus College, Public 
Orator. ‘ The truth and authority of the Scriptures; for the 
auiuenticity of the hiftory being acknowledged, and the facts 
which are therein recorded, granted, the teltimony of miracles 
and prophecies, joined to the excellence of the doérines, is a clear 
aid complete demonftration of our Sayiour’s divine commiffion.’ 

** 1781. Timothy Neve, D.D. Chaplain of Merton Col. 
ton Coilege. Proofs that Jefus Chri is the Saviour of the 
world, and the Redeemer of mankind,’ 

“© 4782. Robert Holmes, M.A. Fellow of New College. 

‘On 
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« On the prophecies and teftimony of John. the Baptiit, and the 
parallel prophecies of Jefus Chritt.’ 

1783. John Cobb, D.D. Fellow of St. John’s College. 
© An Inquiry after happinefs—nafural religion; the Gofpel re. 
pentance ; faith ; profeilional faith ; practical faith; the Chrif. 
tian’s privileges.’ 5 

1784. Jofeph White, B.D. Fellow of Wadham College. 
¢ A Comparifon of Mahometifm and Chriftianity in their hiftory, 
their evidence, and their effects.’ 

«1785. Ralph Churton, M.A. Fellow of Brazen Nofe Col. 
lege. On the prophecies refpecting the deftruction of Jerue 
falem.’ 

“©1786. George Croft, M.A. late Fellow of Univerfity 
Coliege. £ The ufe and abufe of reafon ; objections againft in- 
fpiration confidered ; the authority of the ancient Fathers examined; 
on the conduct of the firft reformers; the charge of intolerance 
in the Church of England refuted ;, objections againft the Liturgy 
anfwered ; on the evils of feparation ; conjectural remarks upon 
prophecies to be fulfilled hereafter.’ 

“©7787. William Hawkins, M.A, late Fellow of Pembroke 
College. £ On Scripture myfteries,’ 

“©4788, Richard Shepherd, D.D. of Corpus Chrifti College, 
* The ground and credibility of the Chriftian religion.’ 

‘©1789. Edward Tatham, D.D. of Lincoln College. ‘ The 
Chart and Scale of Truth.’ 

“* 1790 enry Kett, M.A, Fellow of Trinity College. 
‘ The mifreprecntations of Mr. Gibbon and Dr. Prieftley, with 
refpect to the hiftory of the primitive Chriftians, confidered 
and reétified.” . 

‘©1791. Robert Morres, M.A. late Fellow of Brazen Nofe 
College. On taith in general; faith in divine teftimony no 
fubject of queftion ; internal evidence of the Gofpel; effeéts of 
faith ; religious eftabliihments ; herefies,’ 

“1792. John Eveleigh, D.D. Provoit of Oriel College. ‘ A 
view ot our Religion with regard to its fubitance, to its hiftory, 
to the arguments by which it is confirmed, and with regard to 
the objections by which it is oppofed.’ 

“* 1793. James Williamfon, B.D. of Queen’s College. ‘ The 
truth, infpiration, authority, and evidenee of the Scriptures, con- 
fidered and defended,’ 

“©1794. Thomas Wintle, B.D. of Pembroke College, § The 
expediency, prediction, and accomplifhiment of the Chriftian Re- 
demption illuftrated.’ 

“1795. Daniel Veyfie, B.D. Fellow of Oriel College. 
* The Doctrine of Atonement illuftrated and defended.’ 

** 1796. Robert Gray, M.A. late of St. Mary's Hall. On 
the pririciples apon which the reformation of the Church of Eng- 
land was eftablifhed.’ 

“797. William Finch, LL.D. date of St, John’s College. 
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‘ The objeétions of infidel hiftorians and other writers againf 
Chriftianity confidered.’ 

© 1998. Charles Henry Hall, B.D. Student of Chrift Church, 
© On the feriptural expreflion * Fulnefs of ‘Time ;’ or the gradual 
preparation for the introduction and promulgation of the gofpel.’ 

©4799. William Barrow, LL.D. of Queen’s College. 
¢ Anfwers to fome popular objections againit the neceffity or the 
credibility of the Chriftian revelation.’ 

“©1800. George Richards. M.A. late Fellow of Oriel Col- 
lege. ‘ The divine origin of Prophecy illuftrated and de- 
fended.’ | 

‘© 1801. George Stanley Faber, M.A, Fellow of’ Lincoln 
College. ‘ Horx Mofaice; or a v ewof the Mofaical records, 
with refpect to their coincidence with profane antiquity, their in- 
ternal credibility, and their connection with Chriftianity.’ 

** 1802. George Frederic Nott, B.D. Fellow of All-Souls 
College. ‘ Religious enthufiafm confidered.’ 

*€ 1803. John Farrer, M.A. of Queen’s College. On the 
miffion and character of Chrift, and on the Beatitudes.’’ 

“©1804. Richard Laurence, LL.D, of Univerfity College. 
« An attempt to illuftrate thofe articles of the Church of England, 
which the Calvinifls improperly confider as Calviniftical.’ 

‘©1805. Edward Nares, M.A. late Fellow of Merton Col- 
lege. ‘ A view of the evidences of Chriftianity, at the clofe of 
the pretended Age of Reafon.’ 

“©1806, John Browne, M.A. late Fellow of Corpus Chriftt 
College. ‘ ‘That there has been an infancy of the fpecies, anala- 
gous to that of the individuals of which it is compofed, and 
that the infancy of human nature required a different mode of 
treatment from that which was fuitable to its advanced ftate.’ 

** 4807. ‘Thomas Le Mefurier, M.A. late Fellow of New 
College. The nature and guilt of Schifm confidered, with a 
particular reference to the principles of the reformation,’ 

*€ 1808. John Penrofe, M.A. of Corpus Chrifti College. 
* An attempt to prove the trath of Chriftianity, from the wifdom 
difplayed in its original eftablifhment, and from the hiftory of 
falfe and corrupted fyftems of religion.’ 

‘1809. J. B.S. Carwithen, M.A. of St. Mary’s Hall. 
‘ A view of the Brahminical religion in its confirmation of the 


truth of the facred hiftory, and in its influence on the moral cha- 
racter,’ wF 


In this lift Mr. Falconer has very modeftly forborne to in- 
fert his own name: it bélongs to us, therefore, to inform 
the public what he has added tothe above ftore of literature. 
The tle of his own book mutt be our guide in the remarks 
and obfervations we have to offer. It muift be noticed, that 
the objeé& of his difcuffion, is not M. Evanfon’s book on 
« The 
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“ The Diffonance of the four Evangelifts,” in general, but 
“ certain principles’ there laid down and infifted upon. 
Thefe. are what in particular Mr. Falconer propofes to 
examine, and we muft contefs that we are heartily glad that 
he has made this diftinétion; bec ufe, as Mr. E.’s book 
may be faid to confift of a foundation and a fuperftru€ture, 
the latter having been effc€tually attacked, and, as we think, 
overthrown, by opponents in agreement with him upon 
other points, Mr, Falconer’s labours, dire&ted againft the 
principles on which Mr. Evanfon relied, may fairly be faid 
to undermine the very foundation of his fyltem ; on which, 
even aiter the demolition of the original fuperftru€ture, other 
theorifls might have endeavoured to ere a new fabric of 
infidelity ; tor indeed, fcarcely any thing conneéted with re- 
. velation could obtain implicit credit, if Mr. Evanfon’s 
s principles could be fairly eftablifhed. 

The firft principle which Mr. Falconer queftions, is, that 
hyuman wifdom was fo entirely rejeéted and fet afide by the 
Almighty, as an auxiliary in the firft attempts to propagate 
the gofpel, that we have reafon to diftruft every teftimony 
adduced bythe Fathers of the Church, and by modern critics, 
in proot of the authenticity of the books of the New Tefla- 
inent; the wifdom of men, in fhort, is to have no fhare 
whatever in eftablifhing the.credit of the facred writings, and 
therefore all external teflimony is to be rejected, and the 
whole referred to the power of Ged, as difcoverable through 
the medium of prophecy. Ais internal evidence is all that 
Mr. Evanfon would admit—even miracles are to be dif- 
carded, unlefs they they have this immediate and particular 
Support. In oppofition to this aflumption, Mr. F. main- 
tains very ably, that the wifdom of man was never rejected 
inthis fummary manner; that, on the contrary, in the cafe 
of St. Paul particularly, who was to be “ the Apoliie of the 
eloquent and learnéd Gentiles,” regard feems to hive been 
{pecially had to his particular endowments, in the felection 
of a Jew from the celebrated fchool of Tarfus; and that it 
would appear, from a juft examination of fatts, that infpira- 
tion in the cafe of the firft teachers of Chriftianity, by no 
means overruled cr fuperfeded the natural abilities of the per- 
ions infpived.. That the unlearned were not fupernaturally 
endowed with learning, nor the learned hindered or reilrained 
in the application of their talents; but ‘as all knowledge 
isthe gift of God, the wifdom of the Almighty, Mr. F, 
infilts 





«« Was as much manifefted in the choice of perfons an whom 
this gift had been previoully beftowed, as it would have been by 
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a fubfequent infpiration of fuch a proportion of human knowledge, 
as was neceflary to enable the Apoftles to perform the duties ot 
teachers of the Gofpel.’’ 


The text chofen by Mr. Falconer for his firft difcourfe, 
is the very paffage of f{cripture which Mr. Evanfon appears 
to have molt peiverfely mifapplied to the purpotes of his 
theory; 1 Cor. ii. 5. ‘* That your faith fhouid not ftand 
in the wifdom of men, but in the power of God.” Mr. E, 
would infift that ‘* the pewer of God,” has ever been the 
fole criterion of the truth and authenticity of Scripture, 
and that the only extfting evidence of that power is the ful- 
filment of prophecy; while the wifdom of men which ap- 
pears to be profcribed by the Apofiles, extends to all external 
teflimony whatfoever, *‘ all the evidence of the Chriftian 
Fathers,’”’ and * all the enquiries of writers from Serapion 
to Michaelis.” Mr. Evanfon affumes alfo, that what -has 
been called the orthodox Church, from the time of Conftan- 
tine, is unqueflionably that great apoftacy foretold in the 
Apottolic Epiftles and other parts of Scripture, and that of 
courfe all the evidence adduced by that Church in favour of 
the prefent canon of Scripture is extremely fufpicious, and 
by no means to.be received, unlefs confirmed by the con- 
current teitimony of prophecy. How much of Mr. Evan- 
fon’s book entitled, ** The Diffonance of the Evangelifts,”’ 
Mr. Falconer undertakes to examine, will be feen in the 
following fketch of his own defigns :— 


** I propofe, therefore, to examine the paffages of Scripture 
relative to the application of prophecy, as a ttandard of the au- 
thenticity of the facred writings : to determine the fufficiency of 
the external evidence, when compared with prophecy, for the au- 
thority of thefe works; ‘To enquire whether the publication of 
fpurious and fictitious books had, at the time, any influence in 
perplexing the queftion refpecting the genuinenefs of the Scrip- 
ture: To afcertain the grounds on which we receive the two 
firft chapters of St. Matthew's Gofpel: To inveftigate in what 
manner, if in any, the eftablifhment of Chriftianity in the time of 
Conftantine, as the religion of the ftare, tended to facilitate the 
corruption of the written Gofpels ; and to reeoncile the fuppofed 
anachronifms in the language of the Gofpels, by an_ hiftorical 
fketch of the diffufion of the Greek tongue among various parts 
of the world.” ‘* Thefe fubjeéts,”’ adds Mr. F. “* are not 
altogether new ; but it is not my intencion to arrange or abbre- 
Viaie, or repeat the arguments and enquiries of preceding writers. 
It is fcarcely neceflary to remark, that a complete examination 
of ** The Dhitlonance,’’ cannot be comprifed in thefe Lec- 

tures, 
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tures, from the minutenefs of fome parts and the extent of 
ethers.”’ 


We could with that the above fketch of the undertaking 
might fo recommend the book to the notice of the learned, 
as to fuperfede the neceffity of all attempts, on our part, to 
make known the amount of its contents; for we find it en- 
tirely impoffible, within the limits of any common Review, 
to do juftice to Mr F.’s arguments and criticifms wpon 
almoft any one of the important topics he handles. We fhall 
endeavour, in the remarks we fhall be able to offer, to follow 
the plan laid down by Mr. Faleoner: And firft in regard to 
the paffages of Scripture relative to the application of pros 
phecy as a ftandard of the authenticity of the facred writings, 
Mr. Falconer very ably fhows that, fo far from prophecy 
being indifpenfably neceffary to eftablifh the authority of 
miracles, miracles have been judged neceffary to fanétion 
prophecies, as in ‘he cafe of Hezekiah (Ifaiab, xxxviti.), and 
of Jeroboam. (1 Kings, xiii.) He very ingenioufly alfo 
points out the abfurcity of fancying that prophecy as an in- 
ternal evidence is to fuperfede all external teftimony what- 
foever to the authenticity of the Scriptures, fince fuch ex- 
ternal teftimony is evidently neceffary to afcettain the priority 
of the prediétion. The fulfilment of the prophecy may 
certainly eftablith the*crédit of the prediction, but, {till it is 
requifite to have fome external proof of the authenticity. and 
date of the writings containing the predifltion. He fhows 
alfo, that in many particulars, Peed are more capable of 
verification than prophecies, as carrying with.them much 
internal evidence, as the circumflances of their performance, 
publicity, &c.; whereas prophecy mujft be fupported by ex- 
ternal tellimony, or it is nothing im itfelt. In order to prove 
that under the old Covenant, miracles were regarded by the 
Almighty himielf as an infuflicient evidence, and by no 
means upon a footing with prophecy, Mr. Evanfon refers to 


Deut. xiii. 1—5.; but Mr. Falconer contends, with great 
effeft, that 


“* So far from the fufficiency af the evidence of miracles being 
invalidated by the injunétion of Mofes in the cafe referred to, 
it is actually aflertcd,—* The Ifractites were cautioned again 
the arts and infinuations of falfe propbeis,’ who fhould tempt them 
‘ to go after other Gods,’ and not to truft them, even though they 
fhould ‘ give a fign or wonder, aid the figa or the wonder fhould 


come to pafs,’ ’” 


That is, in plain terms, they were not to be perfuaded to 
** go after other Gods,” even upon the higheit evidence that 


could 
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could be produced—the evidence, in fa&, which God him- 
felf had ufed—-no, though accompanied with prophecy ; for 
it is remarkable that in the cafe pointed out by Mr, Evan- 
fon, miracles are fpoken.of as combined with prophecy; a 

circumftance Mr. F. is.careful to notice. 
In fetting afide the external teflimony upon which we are 
fuppofed to depend for the authenticity of the received Canon 
of Scripture, Mr. Evanfon deals in fuch bold affumptions, 
that except for the mifchief they might do among the ignorant 
and uninformed, they would {carcely delerve the notice of 
{cholars. It is, however, on all accounts very gratifying to 
fee how completely they vanifh, when brought to the teft of 
found acien: Becaule Mr. Evanfon difcovers in the 
writings of certain of the ancient Fathers fymptoms of credu- 
lity and fuperflition, he will not allow them, upon any ac- 
count, to be proper evidences of the authenticity of the four 

Gofpels, in which he allo di.covers, as he aflerts, ** man 
very extraordinary and improbable fafis;”” he Knows belides, 
from Irenzus, that many {purious works abounded in the 
firfl ages of Chriflianity, calculated to aftonifh the credulous 
and fuperftitious, and he thinks he can produce undoubted 
proof of an interpolation in Luke’s Gofpel, which is fuffici- 
ent to prove that the prefent Canon was tampered with. 
As tothe total incapacity of the Fathers to give teftimony in 
refpect to the genuinenefs of the prefent Gofpels, in confe- 
quence of their credulity and {wperftition on ceitain points, 
Mr. fF. fhows, that were the objection carried to the extent 
Mr. E. demands, it would itvalidate almoft all hiftories, ef- 
pecially thofe of our own country; credulity and fuperflition 
having, in a certain degree, aflected the minds of the greateft 
and beft men exifting, ull very late times; but, in addi- 
tion to the infirmities of credulity and fuperttiion, Mr. E, 
charges the Fathers, without feruple or referve, with the 
groficit difhoneily and unfair dealing, he infifls upon it that 
they carcluily detlroyed every writing upon the fubject.of 
Chrifhaniy, which they could not by fome means or other 
apply to the fapport of their own fuperftuion. He would 
have us, therefore, in faét, believe, that-every thing he 
chooles to pronounce to be * extraordinary, ufelefs, ill- 
fupported, or improbable,” in the four Gofpels, has been pre- 
ferved only to countenance their fuperttition ; that they have 
actually deflroyed much genuine Scripture, and that we can 
realonably receive nothing as of Apoftolical authority but what 
isto be proved true by his particular teft, and fhown to be 
connetted with prophecy. Mr. Falconer defends the Fathers 
upon ail thefe points molt ably; he fhows it to have been 
wiorally unpoffible that ‘they fhould have carried into execu- 
nen 








Falconer’s Bampton Le@ures. 59 


tion the defign and attempt imputed to them. That they 
were by no means fo credulous and fuperititious or defign- 
ing as they have been reprefented to be. He very ingeni- 
oufly defends Clement of Alexandria in particular, in his 
3d Difcourfe, againft the charge brought againft him by Dr. 
Middleton, of having apphed forged and fabulous works, 
as true and genuine writings in defence of Chriftianity ; fuch 
as the preaching of Peter and the Sybylline verfes. Mr. F. 
notices a remarkable difference in the references of the 
learned Father, when he cites Scripture, and when he cites 
the apocryphal works of the ‘** preaching of Peter ;” and in 
the cafe of the Sybilline verfes, he certainly produces a paf- 
fage in which the prophet Jeremiah feems to be cited with a 
folemnity calculated exprefsly to diflinguifh his authority 
from that of the Sybil before referred to. He is equally 
fuccefsful, we think, in correcting the falfe ideas that feem 
to have been entertained of the predenfions of the holy Fa- 
thers of the latter half of the fecond and the third centuries, 
to the fupernatural power of working miracles, alledged 
againft them by Mr. E. asa ftrong impeachment of their ve. 
racity. Mr. F. contends that this is by no means fo capable 
of proof as has been fuppofed. That even with regard to 
Gregory of Neo-Cwxfarea, emphatically denominated Thaue 
maturyus, the holy Fatler hiumfelf, no where in the trage 
ments remaining of his works, afhrms that he worked any 
miracles, and lus life, in which it is afferted of him, was 
written very long after, under very faufpicious circumflances ; 
and that it was probably the pretenfion rather of bis biogra- 
pher than of Gregory himfelf, is reafonably enough inferred 
trom the cale of Chryfoltom, who, though in his own works 
he avers repeatedly that miracles were no longer performed, 
is reprefented by his biographer as working many of different 
kinds for the benef: of the fick. The interpolation of the 
Goflpel of St. Luke, alfo infiled upon by Mr. E, as a de- 
monttrative proof of the adulteration of the prefent Gofpels, 
is difcuffed at length, and {hown to be a grofs mifinterpretation 
and mifreprefentation of the faéts infiited upon. Dr. Lau- 
rence has treated this point very ably alfo, in a work lately 
reviewed by us, (fee Vol. XXAVIII. 262), and in con- 
junction with Mr. Falconer in the criticifm before us, has, 
we hope, totally refcued this paflage of holy Scripture (Luke 
X¥x1it. 43.) from the interpretations thrown on it by fuch 
critics as Mr. Evanfon and his fraternity, or indeed by able 
critics, who have miftaken and mifreprefented Ceitain par- 
ticulars relating to this memorable paflage. The conclufion 
of Mr. Falconer’s 3d Sermon mult be extratted, becaufe 
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we have been entirely unable to give his arguments and cri- 
ticifms at length, and yet are fo fatistied with their refults, 
that we cannot hefitate to fay we fully adopt his cunclufions, 
and join moft cordially in the refle€tions we fubjoin. 





“€ The authenticity of the Books of the New Teftament,’’ fays 
Mr. F. is thus impeached by a tenor of arguments fo dark 
and devious, that the inveftigation, with whatever profeffjons it 
may be accompanied, will convince us, that truth was not the 
obje& of the enquiry, unlefs fallacy is to be confidered as the 
moft approved guide to certainty, and fophiftry the moft faithful 
auxiliary of reafon. To cite the opinion of one Father on a fub. 
jeét of inferior importance, and not connected with faéts, for the 
purpofe of invalidating his teitimony upon every point of great 
moment, and with the means of full information: To attribute 
to the Fathers in general the affumption of the power of working 
miracles, that he may ground an indefinite accufation of their 
moral incompetency as witnefies: To reprefent as faét what is 
not recorded in any hiftory: To advance as truth what is only 
remotely probable ; are arts, which can be employed by a dif. 
putant only with the irrational expectations, that perfon in ge- 
neral would complacently receive, without fufpicion, as firmly 
eftablifhed truths, refults, to which it can be objetted, that 
they have been obtained by means, the ufe of which is effentially 
inconfiftent with perfonal veracity and integrity.—Pp. 102, 
103. 


(To be concluded in our next.) 





Art. VII. Seleé Letiers of Tippoo Sultan, Se. 
[Concluded from our laft, p. 556.] 


N Letter CCLX X XV, we have the Sultan exhibiting him 
felt in a new and unlooked-for capacity, that of a phyfi- 
cin. The letter to two of his nobles minutely defcribes the 
mode of adminiftering an emetic to Dewlat Khan, the courfe 
of diet and medicine which he muft afterwards follow, and 
every procefs tor giving efficacy to the prefcription. Our 
own apothecaries in country practice, may take a leffon from 
this detail of the Sultan's knowledge of the healing art, 


Letter CCCLX. is to the King of France, 


*€ To the Rajah of the French. 
** Noble-minded pa elevated in rank, of powerful and ex. 
alted degree, chief of the fovereigns of the realms of Europe, and 
eminent 
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eminent among rulers, the peace of Almighty God be with you! 
After prefenting the cuftomary compliments of regard and affec. 
tion, and (after tendering) the due obfervances of friendthip and 
union, it is made known to your odoriferous (or noble) mind, 
Seme time fince, two letters with Khilaats (or drefles,) were 
forwarded (to you,) by the hands of Monfieur Souriac, which no 
doubt have been received. After that Ghéldm ali Khan, Lift 
ali Khan, and other Sirdars (or commanders) of the Sircar, (my 
fubjects) were difpatched in the fhip.......*, with letters 
and rarities, by the way of Bufforah, to that (perfonage) of 
noble rank, (at whofe court) they will (in due time) fafely arrive, 
At this time | have learned, from the communication of Mon. 
fieur Cofligny, the Govenor of Pondicherry, that that kind friend 
has written to him, dire@ting him to fettle the account of the 
advances of money made by the Sircar (i, e. me,) for defraying 
the expences of the troops belonging to you, which were under 
the command of Meffieurs des Chernin and Souffrein, and of Mon. 
fieur Buffy, and (having done fo) to pay the amount to the 
Sircar (or tome). This circumftance has occafioned me the utmoft 
furprife. It was purely from motives of regard, and a defire to 
improve the friendfhip fubfifting of old between us, that I fent 
to the Mauritius for the troops of that friend, and expended 
crores t (of money), and facrificed Lacks of my people, in the 
courfe of five years that I was engaged in chaftifing the Englith ; 
whom, at laft, I was on the point of expelling from this country 
(or India). During this period, the Englith repeatedly made 
overtures of peace to me; to which, however, 1 would not 
agree, returning, (always,) for anfwer, that 1 would make no 
peace, excepting in concert with the French, and never feparately. 
Notwithftanding this, Monfieur Bufly, the commander of the 
forces of that (perfonage of) noble rank, did without my know. 
ledge, conclude a peace (with the enemy). The fact is known 
to every Frenchman in this country (i. e. India), Thus, I in. 
curred all thefe expences, and made all thefe exertions, for the 
purpofe of increafing our mutual friendfhip and renown; and if 
fuch be ftill the defire of that friend, his enemy hall (again) if it 

leafes God the moft High, be fignally chaftifed. A double 
barrelied gun made in the arfenal of the Sircar, together with an 
embroidered drefs, is fent for that (perfonage of) noble rank, 
and will arrive in due feafon. I frequently indulge an inclina- 
tion for the arts, and am fond of colleéting artifts together, (or 
about me :) if (therefore,) that friend, out of his ancient regard, 
would difpateh (to me) fome perfon fkilled in every art, | fhould 
efteem it (as a proof) of the moft periect friendfhip. Ghulam ali 
Khan, and the other Sirdars, will arrive (at your court) in due 
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* The name of the thip is omitted .« the manufcripts. 
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feafon ; and it is in my mind to difpatch another confidential 
perfon, in one of that friend’s thips. If, therefore, you will 
write orders on this fubje&, (or to this effect, to your (different) 
governors, another confidential perfon fhall be deputed on one of 
that friend’s thips.’” 


The author makes it out that the king of France is much 
degraded by being termed Rajah; and that the letter in ge- 
neral, is extremely deficient in the forms of refpeét and com- 
plimentary phrafeology, invariably obferved in the corref- 
pondence between eaflern princes. The expreflions of 
** that friend, of noble rank, of powerful degree,’’ are not 
only frequently applied to dependent and fubordinary chiefs 
and rnJers, but even todiftinguifhed fervants of a certain clafs. 
The Sultan very juftly complains of having been deferted by 
the French in 1783; and the horrible French Revolution 
put it out of their power to enter into Tippoo’s further 
views. 

Letter CCCLI. difplays a ftriking inftance of the weak- 
nefs and vanity o! Tippoo’s chara€ter. Certain encomiattic- 
Odes written in the Perfian language, and Hindivy diale& 
jointly, are dire&ted to be diftributed me, the dancers 
and fingers at Saringapatam, and to be rehearfed by intelli- 
gent children, in order, no doubt, to gratify the vain-glory 
of the Sultan. The author writes that, “ thefe Odes are 
ninety-fix in number ; and confift on the one hand, of the 
moft fulfome and hyperbolical praifes of the Sultan, and on 
the other of difparaging allufions to the Englifh, the Mahrat. 
tahs, and the Nizam.” The ftvle is extremely unpolifhed. 

The following are extracts from thefe compofitions which 
were diretted to be fung, or recited at appointed feafons, 
periods and hours of the day. 


** When the Ruftum-hearted king rufhed forward, (or 
charged) on the Rukhth * of his anger, then did the hearts of the 
lions of Europe (i. e. the Englith) quake with dread. 

*€ The flath of his fabre ftruck Bailey like lightning : it caufed 
Munro to thed tears, refembling the drops diftilled trom Spring 
clouds +t. 

** On Lang’s heart was fixed a ftain, like that of the tulip; 
Coote was made by this calamity to lament like a Hyacinth. 





¢ * Rukbfs, the name of the horfe of the Perfian Hero, 
Rufium.’”” 
** + Spring Clouds in the fables of the poetry of Perfia, are fup. 
pofed to be converted into pearls, on alighting on the oyfters.” 
‘¢ Whee 
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‘© When the Mahrattahs beheld this army of onr King, the 
dread thereof caufes them to flee like deer. - 

“ The Fringy (i.e. the European) and Niziéim al malk pals 
night and day together trembling with fear of our king. 

‘© The kingdom flourifhes, and the army increafes daily, 
through thy munificence and juftice. 

“© The Hujjdm’s* army flees through dread. of thee, as the 
hunter does when he beholds the lion. 

“© The Naserenes, on contemplating from the fea fhore, the 
fagacity of our king, forget their own {chemes and counfels (i. e. 
defpair of their fuccefs). 

*¢ When mankind behold the liberality and munificence of our 
king, they exclaim with one accord, * Hatim (celebrated for his 
munificent {pirit) was an abfolute mifer compared with him.’ 

Socrates, Hippocrates, all the fages of the earth, appear before 
him like the moft ignorant children. 

Mars dwindles before the valour of our king, as a mere infant, 
Sam, Nureeman and Réftum (celebrated champions of Perfia,) are 
of no acconnt.’’ 3 

The following is a proper clofing climax to this extrava- 


gant and vain-glorious nonfenfe. 


“* Owing to the juftice of our king, the deer of the foreft make 
their pillow of the lion and the tiger, and their mattrefs of the 
leopard and the panther.’’ 


The battle of Shanoor terminated the war between Tippoo 
and the Mahrattahs, and if we are to judge from an account 
of that battle, and of previeus movements narrated in memoirs 
written by himfelf, the Tactics he difplayed, would have 
been eafily counteraéted by an European General of no firft- 
rate military talents, in command of a moderate native army, 
and a fmall proportion of European infantry and artillery, 
The military conduct of the Mabrattahs feems to have been 
deficient in the extreme, and a lefs able conduét than that of 
the Sultan, muft have produced the refult defcribed in the 
pompous and braggart ftyle which has only found its exaét - 
parallel in the unintelligible jargon of the French bulletins. 

Colonel Wilks in his introduction to the Hiftory of 
My/fore, has given a tranflation of a challenge which was fent 
by Tippoo to General Mac Leod, during the fiege of Man- 
galore, in the year 1783. Probably this meflage was fent 





‘¢ ®°The Nizam ishere meant. He is called Hajjdm (barber), 
and Hujjam nulii; asa play on his name Nizrm ali, General 
Matthew poifoned by order of Tippoo; and alfo Buffy and Lalli, 
are mentioned in thefe vain effufions.”’ 


with 


F prempranamineaan<nrentt 7 - 
a Re oo ; So ee Bee Sooo co mee Oe 
; “ seaiiaeeees “is 2 on eee 
ae a - 0 cae 
RS eh ea NEEL TEC NE: RE CRIT 


* 
6+ Letters of Tippoo Sultan. 


with a view of removing from his charafter fome imputa- 
tions which lay on it, in the opinion of his Father Hyder, 
who was not in the habit of always approving the military 
conduct of his fon. ‘In Tippoo’s ill-written and incoherent 
memoirs of his own life, it appears that he fent a fimilar 
challenge to Tukagee Holkar, the Mahrattah Chief. The res 
fult of this perfonal combat was to decide the pretentions of 
the refpeétive ftates, or their mutual claims. The two 
armies were to be drawn up in Line, to witne!s this uncom 
mon encounter between the two chiefs, Helkar appears to 
have treated the challenge with: contempt, and replied, 
** that it was not the cuftom of his nation to refer their 
claims to the iffue of a fingle engagement, but on the con- 
trary, to attack and retreat, retire and advance, as the nature 
of circumftances required.” , | 

If it be poffible that any doubt can exift of the obje& 
which conftantly revolved in the mind of the Sultan, the 
following extratt of a letter writcen nearly at this period, 


muft remove it. We mean his fixed defign of driving the 
Englith from India. 


*€ In the end, by the divine power and ftrength, and through 
the aid of the firm faith of Mahommed, joined to the aufpicious 
interceffion of the fages (of eur holy religion) the enemy, after 
fuftaining repeated defeats, aad being driven to the banks of the 
Kifhna, implored peace of us, in the moft earneft and humble 
manner. Upon this, having in view the cafe and fecurity of 
mankind, I granted them fuch terms as were agreeable to me? 
and now my fixed determination is, to proceed to the cha/ffi/cment 
and extermination of thofe who probibit the calling to prayer (from 
the Minarets,) and who are the moft inveterate of infidels. It is on 
the utter extirpation of thefe that my mind is now intent. Such 
being the cafe, do you, reverend Sir, employ yourfelf in prayer 
for the fuccefs of the champions of the faith, and the deftruion 


of the wicked unbelievers ; to the end that the Mahommeda 
Religion may flourifh’’ 


Letter CCCCVIII, furnifhes a good inflance of the Suk 
tan’s farcaftic manner, and his opinion of himfelf as a manef 
bufinefs. If a multiplicity of letters be any proof of the 


‘Tatter pretenfion, he has certainly claims to induftry of the 
molt clofe and plodding defcription. 


** To Turbiut ali Khan, 

*€ Your reprefentation, with regard to our not honouring your 
letters with (regular or early) anfwers, is underftood, That 
great perfon (meaning Tudiee al; Khan in a fort of derifion,) eats 
two or three times a day, fits at his eafe, and amufes himfelf with 

4 converfation, 
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cénverfation, We, on the other hand, are occupied, from morns 
ing to night, with buiinefs. Whenever we have ieifare, we ate 
tend to the anfwering of your difpatches.’’ . 


Letter CCCC XV. to two of his commanders, eflablifhes 
a fa&t, that the Sultan was in habits of deliberately directing 
his prifoners to be put to death; Jof this letter contains deci- 
five evidence in the expreffion of ** Let the prifoners be 
Strangled.”” 

Letter CCCCX X. to Monfieur Coffigny, proves the ig- 
norance and fuperftitious credulity of Tippoo Sultan, 


‘© Thefe is a book which comes from Europe, and which treats 
of the barometer *, wherein it is written, that at certain (ftated) 
times, the quickfilver rifes a certain number of degrees ; and 
that if, at fuch times, a perfon affli€ted with any one of certain 
(ftated) diforders fhall during a paroxyf{m of his complaint, place 
his hand on the barometer, the degree to which. the quickfilyor 
may in confequence afcend, will indicate the ftate (or height) of 
fuch perfons diforder. Get this (book) tranflated into Perfian, 
and fend it to the Prefence.’’ 


In letter CCCC XXIV. the Sultan, who at all times, feems 
to have been fincerely attached to his religion, direéts that a 
fhirt which belonged to the Holy Prophet, and which was 
difcovered at K ce no. fhould be carefully depofited with other 
precious relics of the fame nature. 

Inthe laft letter, CCCCX XA XV. we find the Sultan prac- 
tiling a {weeping cenfcription fyftem, on fubjeéts not his 
awn. Adoni and its dependencies were about to be reflored 
to the Nizdm, by virtue of a recent treaty, After ordering 
one of his generals to colleé all the money from this country 
we have the fullowing order : 


““ You muft moreover completely encompa/s two or three towns, 
and getting together five or feven thoufand people, report the particu. 
lars to us, as men are wanted (at this time) for the Ufud Tibye, (a 
mixed fpecies of) Corps.’’ | 


The letters publifhed are four hundred and thirty-five in 
number, illultrated occafionally by extraéts from the Sultan’s 
unconnected and defultory memoirs ; and they conclude with. 
a fhort poflfcript, containing fome extraéts from Sir Charles 
Wartre Malet’s Journal. This Gentleman was at that period 
the Englifh Ambaffador to the Marattah court, and it ap- 
pears from his s:emarks, that the peace concealed between 


—_ 





* The Sultan muft have meant thermometer. iew 
F Tippoo 
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Tippoo and the Marattahs, had been meditated by Aolkar and 
Rafa, bit was not approved by the Sindian party at the 
Durbar Court. Tippoo, certainly, Woes not appear to have 
condufted, and concluded this war, in a. mauner creditable 
either to his military talents, or to his political knowledge. 

We are forry we could not allow ourfelves to lay far- 
ther extracts before the reader. Thofe here produced him 
are feleéted as giving a ftriking likenefs of the Sultan, and 
developing, at the fame time, the heterogeneous paits of the 
charecter of this extraordimafy oriental tyrant. 

General Kirkpatrick has, in an appendix to’ his work, 
given fome documents of confiderable utility and intereft. 
An Hiftorical Sketch of the Patan praincipaliy of Sharoor, 
may prove of much ufe to a future hiltorian. Tippoo’s 
commercial regulations afford confiderable information on 
that fubje€t. We have alfo his initructions relative to con- 
veying intelligence ; his marine regulations ; an outline of 
his military eflab'ihment ; anda very curious account of 
his fyflem of minor Taétics. There is likewife in this ap- 
poneet a farther hiltorical document, being a fketch of the 

atan principality of Zhurnal. The Perfian fcholar is here 
alfo furnithed with fac fimiles of Tippoo’s hand-writing. 

A confiderable part of the memoirs of the Sultan was ac- 
cidentally loft at the ftorming of Seringapatam ; and parti- 
cularlythe beginning of his campatgn againft the Bombay 
army under General Matthews, which army was captured at 
Bidnere \ong prior to the period of Tippoo’s war with 
the Marattahs. On the capture of that fortrefs, the Sultan 
balely infringed the articles of capitulation, and afterwards 
cruelly ordered General Matthews and all his officers to be 
poifoned ; giving them the choice of the dagger or the 
bowl, when moft of thefe unfortunate men are known to have 
preferred the juice of the milk-bufh, a moft deadly vegetable 
poifon. It the multiplied aggreffions of the Sultan had not 
drawn on him a juft and neceffary war, this barbarous aé& 
feems alone fufficient to have juflified the fubfequent de- 
Rruction in which the taking of his capital. by ftorm 
defervedly involved him. 

We tha!l make a few extracts from the Sultan’s account 
of the fiege of Bidnore, as given in the appendix. 


«¢ On this day three hundred: Nazarenes were made prifoners, 
and twenty guns taken. On the fecond or following day, I my. 
felf, taking two thoufand light troops with me, attacked: and 
gained pofleflion of a large powder magazine at fome diftance from 
the fort, and of a magazine of grain clofe to it. Six io 
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after the capture of thefe two places, the enemy fént about four 
thoufand mén to attack us, This force advancing by a con. 
cealed route (or fecretly,) an action enfued between them and the 
Ujud Iibye army, in which both patties, pafling from the fire of 
mufquetry, fought with the bayonet and fword. On this oc, 
cation, aifo, about two hundred of thefe good for nothing people 
were fent tohell. A few perfons alfo of the army of the Abmedy 
Sircar tafted the fherber of Martyrdom; and one Rifaladar,’ 
after being wounded was carricd off by the Nazarenes. 
Having next fixed on.a high fpot, I caufed batteries to be con- 
ftruted and mounted with guns, at fight of which the Nazarenes 
without religion opened a very heavy fre. When the faid Nazwa. 
renes became tired (of firing) the batteries of the U/ud Mbye Sirear 
opened their fire, difcharging from four to five thoufand thot, 
and in this manner did the firing continue, on the part of the’ 
Ufud I'hye Sircar for five or fixdays. As to the Naxarenes, they 
did not fire a fingle fhot from the fort on the fecond day. What 
fire they kept up was on the firft day: the reafon of which was’ 
this; the fire from without was fo hot, that no creature from 
within the fort durft approach their guns (for the purpofe of 
working them,) while General Matthews (the name of their 
worthlefs commander,) caufinga........™* to be made, 
crept or flunk into the fame. There was not in fhort, a {pan’s 
fpace throughout the fort, which the fhot of the U/zid I/hyé guns’ 
did not reach, or where the blood of the Nazarenes was not {pilt. 
On the fifth day the Nezarenes, during a ftorm of rain, rathed 
from a concealed place, and attacked our intrenchments: but the! 
Ahmedy troops being on their guard, the infidels were repulfed at 
the point of the fword and bayonet, many of them being feized 
by the legs, and in that condition thrown by the people of the 
Sircar into the trenches. ‘The reft leaving their wounded behind 
them fled in confufion into the fort. In this manner did the 
Nazarenes altogether make three fallies, in confiderable force but 
were each time repulfed with great lofs, and compelled to flink back 
like mice into the fort. Thus, did hoftilities continue during 
ten days. On tls: eleventh day the Nazarenes begged for quar. 
ter, and fent me the draft of terms of capitulation, confifting of 
the feven following articles.’’ 

“ Article I. Neither the troops of the Sircar + of the U/ud 
Ilbye, nor the inhabitants (Riots) of the country of the Sircar, 


fhall after we evacuate the fort, {pit in our faces, or abufe us, 
Or wound us,’’ 


Tippoo Sultan was at all times remarkable for his difre- 
gard totruth.* This article is a decided proof of the fact, for 





‘* * Here a word in the original was not legible.’’ 
“© +° Government,” 
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no Britith officer could be capable of propofing fo daftardly 
an article which the Sultan fabricated in order to vilify and 
degrade the Englifh charaéter. The other fix articles.run 
in the ufual manner, fecuring private property, and pro- 
widing for the tranfport of the Englifh army to Bombay. 


** J agreed to thefe propofals, and, according to the requeft | 
of the Nazarenes, caufed two treaties, one in Perfian, oa the 
“other in Englith to be drawn up: to which was affixed my feal 
and fignature, and, in like mannezg, the feal and fignature of the 
Nazarenes. One of the treaties was kept by the Sircear, and the 
other was given to the Nazarenes. ‘Fhe following morning, the 
Nazarenes preparing (or mys B, all their troops within the 
fort, loaded fuch part of the T:/eeb-khaneb (treafare) of the Sircar as 
confifted of {pecie on mules, horfes, and bullocks, bearing the 
mark (the tiger fripe) of the Sircar, and diftributed the reft of the 
articles amongit their people ; after which they came out of the 
fort. On paffing the gate the worthlefs chief of the Nexarenes 
firit drawing his fword, delivered up the fame with his own 
hand: after which, all the reft amounting to about two thoufand 
two hundred Nazareves, and ten thantand infantry, native troops 
grounded their arms and proceeded to the encampment affigned 
them without the city. The next day fending for Matthews 
(the name of their worthlefs leader,) and their other worth- 
lefs commanders, I demanded of them, whether the treaty which 
they had executed the preceding day was right (or valid,) or not 
right. ‘To .this they all anfwered, that on that point there was 
not:any doubt ; and that the treaty was right (or valid). Here- 
upon, I fent to them about twenty principal men and Sirdars of 
the Sircar, through whom I thus interrogated them. What is 
the reafon that contrary to the treaty, you have taken with you 
the money and goods (of the Sircar,) and alfo the prifoners made 
by you in the Sircar’s country, dfefling them up in your own ap- 
arr! What is the reafon that you have loaded cattle bearing 
the mark of the Sirrar,' with fpecie and carried the fame 
away? Finally, why at the time of your evacuating the fort, 
did you diftribute among your people, the 7ofey-khaneh of 
the Sircar? ‘Their anfwer (to thefe demands) was, ‘ that they 
had no knowledge of the matter; and that if the Scar had 
any fufpicions, and did not put truft in their declaration, a 
fearch might be ordered by the Sircar.’ To this I replied, 
through the Sirdars, that it would be beft for them to iffue pofi- 
tive orders to their people, to deliver up to the Sircar, whatever 
coined money of the Sircar, captives made in the territories of 
the Sircar, or cattle, goods, &c. they had taken withthem. In 
reply to this they declared, ‘ that neither themfelves nor any of 
their people had a fingle daum or dirm (farthing,) or retained a 
fingle hair of any inhabitant of this country,” propofing at the 
fame time, thata guard of the Sircar fhould be placed over = 
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and that a fearch fhould be made, and (every thing) taken (that 
might be found).’” 

An agreement to this purpofe was drawn up, in confe- 
quence of which a gencral fearch was made, aod merely to 
afford a colour to the fubfequent confinement and murder 
of the officers, it was pretended that treafure was found con- 
cealed in various places, and by uncommon centrivances. ‘It 
i6 quite improbable that men who figned fuch an agreement 
as that entered into, and having to pafs under the eye of fuch 
a treacRerous and jealous character as that of Tippoo, fhould 
have been fo weak as to challenge a fearch which muft have 
been fullowed ‘by detection of treafure, had fuch been really. 
concealed. The tyrant invented this atrocious calumny, to 
gratify his malignant. peflions, by deliberate and foul mur- 
der. 

Whoever may have taken the trouble of comparing the 
general.character of Tippoo Sultan, with that of Buonaparté, 
eannot fail to trace a very clofe and ftriking analogy and 
correfpondence between them. The origin of the tyrant of 
the continent is low and obfcure. ‘That of the tyrant of the 
Peninfula of India, was equally fo; for his father Hyder, 
though he pofleffed for.a fhort period ufurped power was 
meanly born, and by a daring ambition: raifed himfelf to 
power from a very inferior ftations An unbounded ambi- 
tion ftrongly marks both of the ufurpers. If the Englith 
nation oppofes the only bar to’ Buonaparté’s progrels to uni- 
verfal Empire, the fleady refiftance of the Britifh in India 
alone prevented the fubjugation of that quarter of the world 
by Tippoo Sultan. A total dereliction of truth, an over. 
weening vanity, a ftudied fyftem of perfidy, treachery, and 
fraud, and the moft glaring ats of 5 abd and injuftice 
equally diftinguifh both characters. Though in military ta. 
lents, the European adventurer may be allowed fuperior 
to his prototype, not a trace of the enlarged views and en- 
lightened policy of the philofopher and flatefman, can be 
difcovered in the conduét of either. They have both endea- 
voured to figure as legiflators ; but their enaétmerits had no 
reference to the happinefs of mankind; and had for their — 
fole obje& the continuance of power by a fyftem of terror, 
and the debafement of the human mind. It 1s, however, ina 
malignant mind, in an ‘unrelenting cruelty of difpofition, and 
in a barbarous and favage policy, that the parallel is found 
to lie the clofeft. If Tippoo trequently put his prifoners to 
death, Buonaparté has aéted fimilarly. Jf deliberate affaffina- 
tions have been committed in the prifons of the Sultan, it 
will not be new denied, that fuch fas been the practice of 

| F3 - Buona- 


















70 Genuine Works of William Hegarth. 


Buonaparté. If war was conduéted by the Sultan with un- 
neceflary feverity, we have witneffed nothing more than the 
fanguinary ferocity of French warfare. Tippoo might’ hold 
up bigotry and his Koray, as fome degree of juftification, 
but Buonaparté flands confeffed before us in all the nakednefs 
of depravity aud crime, unrelieved by any virtue, which we 
have as yet been able to dilcover. 





of 


Art. VIII. The genuine orks of William Hogarth, illu/- 
trated with biographical Anecdotes, a chronclogical Catalogue 
and Commentary. By Jabn Nichels, F.A.S. Edinburgh 
and Perth; aud the late George Steevens, Efq. F. R.S. and 
F.S.A2 2vols. 4to. 101. 10s. Longman. Ist1. 


Tee fatirical and humorous produ@tions of Hogarth have 
ever been fo popular among us, that it feems impoffible 
to produce an edition of them in any form, which will not — 
have an immediute and extenfive circulation. ) 

The firlt perfon who undertook to publifh animadverfions 
upon the artiff and his works, was a Swifs, whofe name was 
Rouquet. This has néver come under our obfervation, ‘but 
it is reprefented in the introduétion by the furviving Editor 
of the fplendid publication, not to have been of any great 
value or importance. 

Dr. Trutler fucceeded Rouquet. The title of his work 
was Hogarth Movalized, and he exhibited very neat copies of 
the plates of Hogarth though on a minute feale. ie his 
comments and illuitrations he was materially affifted by Mrs, 
Hogarth. This performance difplays no great acutenefs or 
ingenuity, but it is exceedingly fcarce and of great price. 
The obfervations of the polite and elegant Horace" Walpole, 
afterwards Ea:l of Orford, were honourable to the artift and 
charatieriflic of the fagacity and tafle of the author. In 
thefe, the firk catalogue of Hogarth’s works which had any 
pretenfion to accuracy is to be found, 

Mr. Gilpin alfo in his well known Effay on Prints, contri, 
tributed to confirm and extendthe popularity of Hogarth The 
moft perfect and molt elaborate work on the fubje@t of this ar- 
uit came, however, from the pen of Mr. Steevens. This gentle. 
man equally remarkable for bis perfeverance and acutenefs, 
exeriedall that he poffefled of both qualities, upon this particu- 
lar objet. He collected, arranged, and defcribed every thin 
in the minuteft degree connetted with Hogarth from his firft 
eutering upon his profeffion to his lait and greatcft exctllence, 
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How acceptable the performance of Mr, Steevens was to the 
public, is fufficiently demonftrated by its having. rapidly 
palled through three large impreflions. Mr. John freland 
revived, extended, and improved the ediuon of Trufler’s 
Hogarth, which in three large oftavo volumes, is dill a great 
favourite with the public. Mr. Samuel Ireland alfo fuc- 
cefsfully direéted his attention to this great-artilt, and the 
value of what he performed is duly apprectsted by Mr.’ 
Nichols, 

We have now, however, the, moft perfeft, Tatisfaétory, 
as well as {plenditl edition of Hogarth’s works that has ever 
yet appenied. It confills of two large quarto yolumes, and 
comprehends all the important fa&s, communications, and 
illuftrations, which are to be found in all the performances 
of the different individuals above enumerated. The number 
of plates here given amount to.one hundred and fixty, and 
are engraved by Mr. Cook ia his beft manner.’ The errors 
of former engravers, who feem not to h ve underilood the 
fuel meaning of the fubile touches: of the oviginal arcift, are 
in this {plendid edition carefully avoided, and’the characters 
in all will be found delineated with a faithful accuracy. 
It is indeed without a rival, and to ‘improve its value, .it is 
alfo a moral work, as fome few fubjeéts, which Hogarth 
was induced to paint, from the vitiated tafte of fome of his 
employers, are here judicioufly omitted. 


In the progrefs of the work, much new and. curious 
matter will of courfe be found, but an extraét feems hardly 
to be neceflary, or indeed of eafy feleétion. 

The following information, however, with refpe& to 
fome of Hogarth’s piétures, may not be unacceptable. 


“© In a Sale of Pitures, in 1746, belonging to Mrs. Edwards, 
Hogarth’s ‘*Southwark Fair’ fold for 1g]. Ss. 6d. and “ Tafte 
in high Life,’’ for 51. 5s. | 

‘« The fix pictures of ‘* Marriage a-la-mode,”’, were put in 
at Chriftie’s, March 10, 1792, at 300 guineas; and went on at 
50 guineas a time, till goo guineas were bid, and knocked 
down at that price, but not fold; they having: been bought in 
by order of John Fenton Cawthorne, Efg, M. 2, for Lincoln, to 
whom they were left by Mr. Lane, who boyght them at)/Ho- 
garth’s fale for 120 guineas. They were _attcrwards fold. Feb, 
27,1797, to Mr. Angerftein, for 13841. 

‘© A beautiful fmall painting by Hogarth, a family groupe, is 
fill preferved at. Tilney Houfe. |Mr. Graham of Chelfea, pof- 
fefles another very fine family converfation, painicd by Hogarth, 
A large-and very fine colle¢tion of Hogarth’s prints and drawings, 
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collefted by Mr. Richard Morrifon, was fold by auftion, May © 
20, 1791. 


A: oe written by Hogarth in his own copy of the 
Analyfis of Beauty, (fee p.198). Another verfion of it may 
be feen in vol. ra p. 222. ° 
‘© What my pencil may claim, 
I fhall rifque with my pen; 
So my winnings in Fame, 
May be loft ali again : 


** Mum, Tom! cries a painter, 
He’s out of his wits; . 

No matter, 1’)] venture, 
So—double or quits.’ 


“« Amongft, other portraits in the ‘* Modern Orpheus,’’ p. 
286, are thofe of Weideman, the German flute-player; King 
George I1.; The Prime Minifter; Orator Henley; and Le 
Beck, Mafter of the Half-moon Tavern, Chandos Street. The 
“* Mufical Study,’? p. 288, was fuppofed by a former poffeffor, 
to contain portraits of Farinelli and Mis. Fox Lane. The tic. 
ket for the London Hofpital, p. 303, was engraved by Grignion 
for an annual ftatement of that charitable inftitution, 1745, and 


ftill continues to be ufed at the head of ‘* Inftructions to the 
Governors of the London Hofpital.’” 

‘* The heads of five fervants of Mr, Hogarth’s family, fold 
at Mrs. Hogarth’s fale, April 24, 19G0, for 5]. 1§s. Gdare 
now in the poffeflion of William Collins, Efq. of Greenwich. 
At the fame fale, the late Mr, Alderman Boydell gave 581. 16s. 
for the Sigifmunda ; and 471. 58. for a Kit.cat of Hogarth and 

1 Irela 


his dog ; and Mr. Samue nd gave feven guineas for the buft 

= —- by Roubilliac, now the property of George Baker, 
q.”" a 7. : . . haves .e ' 
** Of the two prints marked 3 and 4 in pp. 315, 316, 1 have 

fince feen early Saditines with James Sai , feulp ee 


The following defcription and explanation‘alfo, of the very 
curious and ingenious pidture of the Battle pf the Prints, 
is now alfo for the firfl time inferted, © 


** In one corner of this very ludicrous print, he has repre- 
fented an avétion-room, on the top of which Ss cabwenalar- cock, 
in allufion, oe to Cock the Auctioneer. Inftead of the four 
initials for h, Bait, Weft, and South, we have P,U, F, S, 
which, with a little allowance for bad {pelling, muft pafs for 
Puffs! at the door ftands a porter, who from the th of hi 
ftaff, may be High Conftable of the Old School, and Gentleman 
Uiher to the modern Connoiffeurs. As an attractive fhow- 
board, we have an highly {inifhed Flemith head, in one of thofe 
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nderous carved and gilt frames, that give the miniatures in. 
ferted in them the appearance of a glow-worm in a gravel-pit, 
‘A Catalogue and a Carpet (properly enough called the Flags of 
Dittrefs,) are now the figns of a fale; but here—at the end of a 
long pole, we have an unturled ftandard, emblazoned with that 
oracular talifman of an auction. room, the fate-deciding hammer, 
Beneath, is.a pifture of St. Andrew on the crofs with an im, 
menfe number of fac-fimiles, each inferibed Ditto. Apollo who 
is laying Marfyas, has no mark of a Deity except the rays which 
beam from his head: he is placed under a projecting branch, and 
we may truly fay, the tree fhadows what it ought to fuppore, 
The coolnefs of poor Marfyas is perfectly philofophical, he en- 
dures torture with the apathy of a Stoic. The third tier is 
made up by a herd of Jupiters and Europas, of which interefin 
fubjeét, as well as the foregoing, there are Dittos, ad infinitum, 
Thefe invaluable tab/eaus being unqueftionably painted by the 
great Italian mafters, is a proof of their unremitting induftry ; 
their labours evade calculation! for had they acquired the poly. 
gtaphic art of ftriking off pi¢tures with the facility that printers 
roll off copper-plates, and each of them attained the age of Me. 
‘thufaleth, they could not have painted all that are exhibited under 
their names. Nothing is therefore left to us to fuppofe but that 
fome of thefe undoubted originals were painted by their difciples. 
Such are-the collection of tac fimiles. The other pictures are 
drawn up in battle array : we will begin with that of St. Francis, 
the carner of which is in a moft unpropitious way driven through 
Hogarth’s morning. The third painting of the Harlot’s Pro. 
grefs fuffers equal degradation from a weeping Madona; while the 
{plendid faloon of the repentant pair in Marriage A-la-mode is 
broken by the Aldobrandini marriage. Thus far is rather in 
favour of the ancients: but the aerial combat has a different ter. 
mination, for. by the riotous {cene in the Rake’s Progrefs, a hole is 
made in Titian’s Feaft of Olympus; and a Bacchanalian, by 
Rubens, thares the fame fate from the modern midnight converfu- 
tion, Confidered, as fo much reduced, the fi are etched 
with great fpirit, and have ftrong character. In tidicule of the 
eference given to old pictures, he exercifed not only his pencil, 
ut his pen.” ra 
It appears from the acknowledgment of the editor, that 
the late Mr. Ifaac Reed contributed his aid to thefe anecdotes 
and Illuftrations; aud. on the whole, it may be confidered 
as a work very entertaining in its contents, {plendid in itp 
embellithments, and very reafonable tu the purchaler. 
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Ant. 1X. A Treatife orthe Gout; containing the Opinians of 
the mefl celebrated ancient and medern Phyfictans on that 
Difeafe ; and Objervations on the Bau Medicale. By John 
Ring, Member of the Royal College of Surgeons m London, 
and of the Medical Societies of London and Paris. 8vo. 
pp- 208. 6s. Callow. 18/1. 


"THERE may be an epoch in f{cience, when to colleé&, ar- 
range, and concentuate the opinions of preceding writers, 
feattered through a varicty of publications, 1s more profitable 
than to offer original fuggeftions. ‘To effe& this tafk, how- 
ever, in that malterly ttyle which alone will render it ufeful 
or tolerable, much tafle and judgment are requifite ; on the 
fubject of gout efpecially, the materials which prefent them- 
felves are of various degrees of excellence, and the euthors 
of various ment, from Hippocrates to Huflon. The office 
of the compiler then, is not an eafy one; if it demand lefs 
genius than original compofition, it effentiaily requires lei- 
fure, caution, and good fenfe. Inthe prefent flate of medi- 
cal literature, encumbered as it is with the accumulated 
trifles of every would-be author, we would encourage able 
and learned men to give us treatiles upon difeafes contaming 
corre&t defcription, and the judicious obfervations of writers 
of all ages and countries, divefted of trifling, ufclefs mat- 
ter; we night then burn the greater part of our prefent me- 
dical libraries, for, “ Inter tot mille volumina vix unus a 
eujus lectione quis melior evadat, immo potius non pejor.” 
rom ths exordium it may be inferred, that we do not 
confider apothecaries in extenfive practice, properly adapted 
for this important undertaking, although, as Jovius inveighs, 
they lard their lean books with the a of others works— 
** Cafirant alios, ut libros fuos per fe graciles alieno ddipe 
fuffarciant.” We will not, however, fa Mr. Ring merit 
in getting up the work before us, at a time when public at- 
t@ntion is much interefled on the fubje& of gout ; nor would 
it be juft to regard him merely as a compiler, fince he has 
communicated fome of his own opinions and experience. 
We thall, therefore, proceed to ftate what he has accom- 
flifhed. . , 
Having acquainted us that “ the Word: gout'is derived 
from the Latin word gutta, a drop,” he confiders the 


caufes of gout, which he divides into predifpofing and 
proxmmate, 


« The predifpofing caufe is debility, combined with fulnefs of 
bood, ‘The proximate caufe is a morbid excitement of the 
heart 5 






































Ring on the Gout. % 


heart ; and of the whole arterial fyftem. The feet and hands are 
naturally more predifpofed to the gout than other parts of the 
body, from their depending fituation. A debility of the -liga- 
ments and tendons of the joints, predifpofing to this affection, is 
frequently tranfmitted by parents to their offspring ; fo that the 
gout may be faid to vifit the fins of the fathers upon the children, 
unto the third and fourth generation.”’. P. 5. 

This ftatement appears to us defeétive, inafmuch as we 
derive no information whatever from it, and it may therefore 
pafsas a {pecimen of medical jargon : in fact, admitting that 
debility, anda morbid excitement exift, they are fimply the 
effe€is of certain agents, and cannot, with any kind of pio- 
yriety, be converted into caufes, which, we fhould pre- 
fume, muift be active and operative. When the author tells 
us that luxury, intemperance, the immoderate ufe of 
wine, {pirits, and_{pices, to which we may add indolence, 
have a confiderable tendency to produce gout, we compre 
hend him; we believe few perfons can long withitand the/e 
united agents ;—we do not deny that fome habits are more 
predifpoled to gout than others, but when Mr. Ring attempts 
to explain this predi{pofition by debility with fulne/s of veffels, 
we think he is amufing himfelf with mere words. Admitting 
it to be correct, the greater part of our population are con- 
tinually predifpofed to gout, without ever being fubject to 
it, for debility is a very prevailing complaint in this 
age. 

Mr. Ring’s defcription of the gout is diftin and correét. 
We do not quote it, becaufe the complaint is fulhiciently 
known. We do not think he has faid enough on the fubjett 
of want of exercife, and leading a fedentary lite, which, with 
rich diet, even without indulging much in wine, greatly co1- 
tribute to engender this painful diforder. * — , 

A great portion of the book is occupied with brief fhatce 
ments of the opinions of phyficians, ancient and modern, 
concerning gout. In this re{peét, Mr. Ring deferves come 
mendation : in a fhort {pace he has acquainted us with much 
valuable and interefting information, derived from books 
which it might be dificult to confult; and by comparing 
the different modes of practice, we are enabled to determine 
upon that which is the moft beneficial. 

The refult of the experience before us, favours the an- 
tiphlogiftic, or cooling, evacuating treatment. Bleeding, 
cathartics, fudorifics, and occafionally opiates, feem ta be 
the belt pra&ice. Abundant proof is advanced, that the 
complaint is radically curable ; baa this muft be effetted by 
regimen, ‘The paroxy{ms being -relieved by medicine, and 
convalefcence eftablithed ; if the. patient wilh to avoid a 
recurrence 
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recurrence of the complaint, he muft refrain from his fermer — 
habits ; in fhort, become a new man; he mult take exercile, 
live {paringly, adopting a milk or vegetable diet, and avoid 
every kind of excitement. Nothing 1s more abfurd or preju- 
dicial than to abandon a gouty patient to his flannel and 
patience. Gout is as much within the reach ot medicine 
as are moft other complaints, and it is alfo a difeafe in which 
the patient may materially increafe his fuffermgs by mif- 
management. ‘The following cafe is in point. 


“* Mafgrave, in particular, relates the cafe of a gentleman 
who had lived intemperately many years, and had many fevere 
fits of the gout, which caufed a confiderable number of remarkably 
large chalk ftones. Being reduced to poverty, he turned brick- 
maker, for the fake of carning his bread ; and was furprizingly 
benefitted by his conftant employment. His appetite returned, 
but he had fcarcely any thing to eat; he became athletic ; and, 
what is more remarkable, his chalk-ftones utterly vanifhed ; and 
in this temperate way he lived many years.”’ 


Mr. Ring has beflowed confiderable attention upon the 
Eau Medicinale, and has related fome cafes in which it oc- 
cafioned fatal effects. Certainly a combination of drugs fo 
powerful demands great caution ; on this fubjeé, however, 
we have recently expretled our opinions, 

We cannot clofe our account of this publication without 
remarking, that fhort as it is, great part of it is occupied 
with irrelevant matter. Fifteen pages are taken up witha 
letter from Dr. Gregory to Dr. Harrifon on medical retorm, 
which has already had a much wider circulation than it is 
likely ro have in the prefent work, to which it is altogether 
fereign. The cafe of Mr. Wood, publifhed in the Medical 
‘Yranfactions, aed having no relation to gout, is republifhed 
on the prefent occafion, without the leaft neceffity, and runs 
through eleven pages. Much abufe is unfeelingly lavifhed on 
the celebrated Dr. John Brown. Doors Latham, Kinglake, 
and Jones alfo are treated with confiderable afperity ; and 
fome phy ficiansare vilipended for being adverfeto vaccination, 
Now though we admit the juflice of Mr. Ring’s obfervations 
on this fubjett, we think them totally irrelevant in a treatife 
on gout ; but the affociative faculty of this gentleman feems ta 
be flrong, and frequently carries him away from his direét 
courfe, Some phrefes alfo fmell of the thop, as ‘* tried to 
cram it down our threats.”” With thefe exceptions, the vo- 
lume may prove ufetul and entertaining to a numerous clafs 
of readers. 
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Art. 10. The Old Bard’s Farewell, a Poem. 4to. 16 pp. 
zs. 6d. Clarke. 1811. 


Though this poem bears no author’s name in the title, yet the 
fignature of Epwarp JERNINGHAM, affixed to the dedication, 
removes the myftery. It is infcribed to George Ellis, Efq. (edi- 
tor of the Specimens, &c.) whofe mame carries with it as much 
fanction, as any name prefixed toa dedication «an give. Mr. Jer. 
ningham has not of late been fefficiently a favourite with the public 
to excite much feeling by bis valedi¢tion ; yet it is certain that 
he has been efteemed and praifed by many competent judges ; and 
if there be any thing to place in the oppofite feale, this is not the 
time to bring it forward. He takes his leave with fome pious 
and more patriot’ c fentiments, aud we are extremely defirous to 
part with him on good terms. His poem is very fhort, and the 
following lines are, perhaps, the beft in it; certain it is that 
they are not the worft ; and they conclude with a plea which we 
are not inclined to difregard. 


‘¢ Oh England! oh my country ! favour’d ifle, 
Inur’d to bafk in Heav’n’s refplendent fmile ! 
While, ever ative, and profufely kind, 
‘Th’ affection of your God is unconfin’d ; 
While in broad catarats it fhow’rs on you, 
Ah! let not yours afcend in gentle dew : 
Of that fall’n edifice which Europe plann’d 
You like a folitary column ftand ; 
Blind to the birth which pregnant time-awaits, 
Awfully fafe, amidtt the wreck of ftates. 
My tafk is done. Indulge the penfive page, 
Spare the laft labour of declining age : 
Forgive this effort of expiring pow’r, 
’ 'Thé milder fragrance of a winter flow’r.’’ 
This is not quite like the farewell of Cumberland ; but differ. 
ent minds are formed for different energies, and that of Mr. J, 
had always more of foftnefs than power. 


Art. 11. Glenoch-1: A deferiptive Poem, ‘in two Volumes. By 
James Kennedy, 12mo. Vernor, &c. 1810, 


Of this poem we cannot make a more fatisfattory report to 
our readers than that which the author himfelf makes in the 


preface. 
‘¢ GLENOCHEL, 
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« Grenocuet, the title, is fuggefted by the landfcape de- 
feribed being bounded by the chief range and detached ridges of 
the Ochel hills. The poem is divided into two parts. The 
firt deferibes fuch remarkable objects in the fhires of Kinrofs and 
Clackmannan as meet the eye, in a progreflive farvey to the weft, 
from the fummit of the Lomonds (conical mountains in Fife ;) 
the fecond thofe fceenes connected with Lochleven, that are re. 
corded in the tales of tradition, or on the pages of hiftory. Be- 
fides what may ilivftrate the text, the notes offer conjectures on 
the etymology of the names of places and natural objeéts.’’ 

The p@ez, which occupy nearly one half of the firft volume, 
and about two-thirds of the fecond, are, indeed, of more value than 
the text. The author is not, it muft be confeffed, wholly free 
from that extravagance by which the enquiries of the greater 

rt of etymologifts have in all ages been characterized; but 
his authorities are in general highly refpectable, and the refults 
of his inveftigations will be interefling to the Scottifh antiquary. 

Of the poem itfelf we cannot. write in terms of very high 
praife. Whe diithce appears not, indeed, to be deftitute of poeti- 
cal genius; but his language is harfh; he attempts to compound 
words which cannot be made to coalefce; and he delights by far 
too much in alliteration, which is pretty enough when it comes: 
occafionally and unfought, but is very difgufting when it a 
to have been the object of an author’s ambition. The following 
ftanzas on the marriage of Mary Queen of Scots to the Dauphin, 
afterwards Francis the Second of France, furnifh a fair {pecimen 
of the author’s verfification. ; 


** Now on the Queen the loves beftew 
The blande& bloth of bridal bloom, 
And from her beauteous brows of fnow 

The rays of {plendour banifh gloom. 


** And, on the winds ambrofial borne, 
The the blifsful power benignly balms 
With gentle joy the nuptial morn, 
And hope each care-fprung trouble calms. 


** Cheer'd with th’ endearments of the good, 
Who hail her weal, her greatnefs greet, 
While proftrate falls, in courteous mood, 
A trim chevalier at her feet, 


** The lovely fair ferenely fees 

The charms of life, of love her own, 
And round her ftately fteps of eafe 

Grace, glory, grandeur, all beftrown.”” 


The loyal and patriotic principles of this author are entitled to 
the higheft praife, ar 
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Art. 12. Leifure Houts, or Morning Amifrments ; confiping of 
Poems on a Variety of intersfing Subje&s, moral, religious, and 


mifcellancens: wnth Notes, by W. Steers, 1amo. 7s- Sherwood, 
r81t, : ; 1 Sein 


We have often lamented, and muft ftill exprefs olr concern, 
that the writers of woderate poetry, will not be fatisfied with 
amufing themielves, or if they are rettlefs to fee their compofitions 
in print, that they will not be contented with ftriking off a few 
copies for their friends. The author of this little volume is be. 
yond doubt a refpeétable man,- but a very indifferent poet. If 
there is any exception to this cold coammendation, it is the copy 
of veries entitled ‘The Quarrel,’ which happily enough repre- 
fents the effectual emotions of nature, in a mifanderftanding 
between two brothers; and which if we had room we would 
infert. 


Art. 13. 4 Seqinel to the Patiral Monitor, confifting of Pieces Sele 
and original, adapted to improve the Minds and Manners of Young 
Porfons. By Eliz. Hill, amo. Longman. 3s. 1811. 


This is a very agreeable mifcellany, and conrpiled with con- 
fiderable tafte and-judgment, It is in evéry particular well: 
adapted for the purpofes which it profeffes to have in view. 


Art. 14. Tranflations from Ancient Irifo Maunferipts, and other 
Poems. By James Martin. 8vo, Sherwood, 78. 181%. ~ 


The Irith Poems which are here reprefented as tranflated are 
four—the remainder original. One of the original ftems alfo of 
Irifh birth. It is addreffled to Memory, who is fagacioufly afked 
** Whether fhe can bring to-morrow ?’” That they ate not how- 
ever, alrogether deficient in poetical fpirit and tafte, the following 
fpecimen will demonftrate :— 


‘© When firt the little bird, begins 
To try her. newly budded wings, 
Too timorous to rove, 
She flutters round her natal neft ; 
Until by fummer’s genial gales, 
Enlivened the explores the vales, 
With carols fills the grove, 
Joyous ereéts her downy cre, 
Her plamy pinions widely {preads on high, 
Mounts in the liquid air and clears the yielding tky. 


‘* So when the filters firtt infpire 

The Bard with true Pierian fire, 

Tho’ panting with the ftrong defire, 
Brought back to other years ; 
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ie hag the facred glow to gain, | 

That flow’d through ancient Greece’s chain, 

When mountains mourn’d the Poet’s pain, 
And rugged rocks fhed tears. 


«* Yet ftill on trembling pinions fires 
His infant mufe; nor dares to rife, 
Until the whifpering wind 
Of approbation gently blows; | 
‘Then does fhe wing her ftirengthen’d flight 
‘Thro’ boundlefs regions of delight, 
Leaves every tear behind ; 
And wildly warbling as the goes, 
Wantons untetter’d in poetic play, | 
Wherever fancy points the path, the fweetly magic way.’* 


Art. 15. The Maid of Renmore; or Platonic Love. ‘A mocks 
heroic Romance, in Verfe, with burlefque Notes, in humble Imitas 
tion of modern Annotators. 12mo. . 6s, Sherwood. 1810. 


‘There is a confiderable degree of mirth and genuine humour in 
this little volume, which will afford a very pleafant lounge for 
an hour or two, even to the moft faftidious. ‘The moral of the 
poem, if fo it may be called, is this— 


‘¢ That all platonic, ends in mortal love.” 


By way of fpecimen we infert the, following defcription of a 
fafhionable modern houfe :— a 
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' © Amt lo! as if transform’d by magic fpell, 

His houfe becomes a dire Egyptian hell ; 

Where’er you turn fome dreadtul moniter .grins, 

Men with beafts heads, and beafts with fithes fins, 

Nor on a fingle rye w x ring, or pail, 

Does any mark of tafteful madnefs fail. 

‘Thus if you ring to iffue fome command, 

You grafp a Serpent in your thuddering hand ; 

Relieve your hunger from a Lion’s paw, 

Or have your hands beneath a Tyger’s jaw ; | 

And fearlefs lounging on a Griflin’s wings, 

You fometimes tread on Rats, and fometimes Kings. 

The eye to fhock there never wants pretence, 

And that’s moft taite which moft wants common fenfe, 
** With others every thing muft be Chinefe, 
“Their windows lattic’d to admit the breeze 
No thought beftow’d if Afiatic air 
Has aught in common with our atmofphere.”” &c. &c. 
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Aut. 16. The Bullion Debate: a Serio-comie Satiric Poem, By 
William Pitt (formerly of Pendeford, now of Edgbafton-frect, 
Birmingham), author of the Surveys of the Counties of Stafford, 
Leizefer, Northampton, and Worcefer. 8vo. 87 pp. 4s. Od. 
Longman, 1811. tad 


The fubjeét of finance was fo long conneéted with the name of 
one great Witisam Pitt, that we at firit fufpected it ta be af. 
fymed in the prefent inftance. But a clofer examination convinced 
us that fuch is the bord fide appellation of the writer, who has 
given us here, in very ordinary verfe, a very lingular thing ;— 
a real abftraét of the arguments ufed in the Bullion debate. He 
has even given Mr. Vanfittart’s refolutiuns in metre. This part 
begins thus : 

1, ‘* Of money we refolve this thing, 
’Tis the prerogative of the king, 

To name the price it fhall retain, 

And fach to alter or reftfain ; 

This he may do by proclamation, 

Or jointly with the ftates o’th’ nation, 
Such money may nove then deface, 
Melt or export:to foreign place. 

2. Bank notes, engagements we define, 
To pay their full amountin coin; - . 
The bank chis thing had ‘always done, 
And full a century was gone. 

Till feventeen hundred ninety .feven, 

By order from the council given; 

Which acts of parliament explain’d, 

They from cafh payments were reftrain’d.’’ 


. 


| P, 69, 
In all this recital the author ‘ bears his faculties fo ad «Sig 
that it is not eafy to decide to which party his opinion leads. But 
Anis performance is certainly curious, 


NOVELS. 


Art. 17. The Life and Adventures of Paul Plaintive, Bg, 
au Axthor, compiled from original Detuments, and interfperfed 
with Specimens of his Genius in Profe and Poetry. By Martin 
Gribaldus Summmerdam, his Nephew and Bxecutor.  2mo. 

‘2 Vols. 10s. 6d. Sherwood, 1811. 


There is fome humour in thefe yolumes, which whether they 
were compiled from authentic documents or not, we 1 x:tend not 
to determine ; but the following defcription of an ordinary au. 
thor’s fitudtion and conneftion with his publither is pleafant 
enough. . 

* In’ the courfe of a few years he wrote three Hiftories of 
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England, one Hiflory of India, Travels through China, and. a 
Voyage to the Levant, a Hiftory of Chrift, and a Syftem’ of 
hy, a Farrier’s Di€tionary, and a Family Phyfician, a 
Farmer’s Encyclopedia, and an Univerfal Gazetteer, together 
with a Gardener's Calendar, and a new Syftem of. Chemiftry. 
He had as many names asa felon at the bar of the Old Bailey 
with half a dozen aliaffes. Sometimes he was the Rev. Thomas 
Thomp/fon, then Walter Tophon, florift, fometimes he aftonifhed the 
world with his learning as a plain Mier, and fometimes as an 
Efquire,’? &c. &c. | 
any adventures, fcrapes, difficulties, and perplexities of a 
r author are detailed with a fimilar degree of vivacity, bur 
the humour is fometimes coarfe and bordering upon ribaldry. 


Arr. 18. De/poti/m; or the Fall of the Fefuits: a political Ro. 
mance, illuftrated by Hiftorical Anecdotes, 2 Vois. 12mo. 
12s. Murray. 1811. 


The author of this ingenious performance has formed a fort 
af political Romance from the real hiftory of the origin, prof- 
perity, and fall of the Jefuits, which even to the late period of 
1749, was thought by the accomplifhed Lord Chefterfield to 
have an extraordinary influence over the whole world. The 
caufes, circumftances, and effects of the diffolution of this won. 
derful order of men, are the fubject of this volume, for the writer 
is of opinion that the genius of the Jefuits feems revived in thefe 
times. The motive of the writer is entitled to the warmeft en- 
comiums. It is to fave the nations of the world from the po- 
litical dangers of a vile and anti-focial government, by foftering 
a due love and reverence for their ancient fovercigns, and te 
teach fovereigns that their great and inexhauftible ftrength, 
lies in the hearts of their people, 


ANTIQUITIES. 


Art. 19. L’Interieur de IP Antenne Rome, ce. Par A. F. Por. 
nin, BxedireGeur d’ Ecole Secondaive.. 8v0. pp. 191. Price 43¢ 
6d. ftitcched. A Paris, Chez Gabriel Dufouret Co. 1809. 


That education in a free flate is an objett of the very firft im- 
portance has been often remarked, and long acknowledged. Con. 
viction of this truth, and the lively intereit which we feel in the 
younger part of the community, procure a ready notice in. our 
pages of every treatife calculated either to improve the prefent, 
fyitem of inftraction, or to facilitate the acquifition of ufeful 
knowledge. . Acting on this principle, we prefent to our readers. 
a thort account of * L’Interieure de l’Ancienne Rome,’’ not be- 
ceufe it comains accurate or extenfive information, but te guard 
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our countrymen againft French deception ; and warn them not to 
expend their money on paper and printing, equally unworthy both 
of purchafe and perufal. The very idea fuggefted by the title, 
viz. a defcription of Ancient Rome, is ‘utterly falfe. The au- 
thor certainly meant, if meaning he had, to write a book on 
Roman antiquities. To render confultation eafy, he has placed 
the articles in alphabetical order, a plan by no means to be con. 
demned,—on the contrary, it ‘poffeffes, for the ufe of {chools, 
fome advantages over the arrangements adopted in the elegant vo. 
lume of Kennet, and the laborious compilation of Adam.’ To 
juttify' our opinion of this work, we fhall only tranfcribe two arti- 
cles, premifing that they are not’ feleCted for any preeminence 
in ignoratice or abfurdity ;' as there are few indeed in the volume, 
which might not, with propriety, difpute the palm with them 
in both refpeéts ; but becaufe the volume begins with the former, 
and becaufe the other is, thotgh fhort, full of errors. 

‘© AicLes ou Enserones.—La feconde année du confulat de. 
Marius, vers l’an de Rome 647, chaque légion eut pour enfeigne 
une aigle d’or. Avant ce temps-la, ou prenait pour enfeigne des” 
figures de loup, de minotaure, de cheval, et de fanglier. Plus 
antérieurement encore, les Romains fe /ervoient d’un petit morceau 
de bois mis en travers au haut d’une pique, au-deffus de la-quelle 
état une main ; au deffous, plufieurs petits morceau de bois taillés 
en rond, oi l’on voyoit les portraits des Dieux, Cette enfeigne 
s’appeloit fgnum. Enfin, les premiéres enfeignes fous Romulus 
n’étoient autre chofe qu’une botte de foin que portoit chaque com- 
pagnie, manipulus foeni, AbX ces compagnies furent appelécs mani. 
pules. Il y avoit encore une autre enfeigne appelée vexilum od 
étoit reprefentée en or, ou en argent l’image des Céfafs' avec le 
nom de 1’Empereur. - 

** Les confuls, pour marque de leur dignité portoient un baton 
d’ivoire furmonté d’une aigle, comme Martial le témoigne : 


“© Da nunc et volucrem {ceptro quae furgit eburno,”’ 


Liberty having been annihilated in France, and the eagle 
adopted as the ftandard of the troops, by the man who now oc~ 
cupies the throne of that country, Pornin would naturally, with 
the fervility peculiar to his countrymen, hail Aigles, .as an.aulpie 
cious commencement to his book, But unluckily for him, the» 
Confulfhip had no fecond year during the Republic. It is how- 
ever true, ‘that the eagle was the ftandard of the Roman legion ia 
the /econd Confalfhip of Marius, (Pliny, x. 5°), and it ought to 
have beenadded, that it was then firft introduced into the atmies 
of Rome as the military: enfign, by the fame brave, thoagh 
ferocious general; but it is equally true, that it had been for- 
merly adopted by the Perfians, (Xen. Anab, Lib. iii. Cap. x.) 
Kal to BaciAsiov onusion bea» iPacar, actie Te mevows trl wevens ae? 
varerauiser, Which Pornin ought alfo to have moticed. Nor was’ 
the cagle always of gold; on the contrary, filvér was generally, 
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preferred, fays Pliny, lib. xxxiii. cap. 19, from irs being feen at 
a greaterdiftance. Befides, for the fake of the young fcholar, it 
ought to have been added, that though the figure of the Roman 


_ @nfigns was always that of an eagle, yet they were not precifely 


alike. Sometimes they tefembled an eagle in a ftanding pofture, 
at others, with outftretched wings, which was the moft common 
form, and not unfrequently with a turret on their backs, or with 
the thunderbolts of Jupiter in their talons, as if ready to be. 
launched. Roman hiftory juftifies what is faid of Manipylus, 
and of the other figures mentioned. What-is advanced refpecting 
figuum, is wholly a miftake. That term was ufed generically, 
apated to every kind of ftandard, and frequently denoted what, in 
the Britith army, is called a company or. divifion. To render the 
allertion refpeéting the Gods confiftent with truth, the term fhould 
have been preceded by warlike, as the figures of thafe only who 
prefided over war were employed as military enfigns. The auther. 
is not more fortunate with regard to vexillum. It was a piece of 
fgquare cleth, not filver, the ordinary ftandard of the cavalry 
only, and was in ufe, centuries before the birth of the firft Reman 
Emperor. Pornin could not have committed this blunder, shad 
he known that welum, a curtain, a fail, is only vexillum 
contracted, (Cic. Orat. 45.) To correct the laft error in this 
article, we have to add, that there is no foundation in hiftory 
for what is faid refpeCting the badge of the Conful. Befides, the 
line is not from Martial, but from Juvenal (Sat. x. 43.) who is 
fpeaking of a tri t conqueror, who was not neceflarily a 
Confale Pompey the honour of a triumph, when only an 
Egues, not even in the number of the fenate, and poffefling no 
civil aathesity whatever. fimilar inftances occur in the 
annals of Rome. This Saft error has not even the merit of origi- 
wality, being faithfully copied from a diétionary of Greek and 
Roman antiquities, compoed for the yfe of the Dauphin, of 
which a tranflation, publifhed in London in the year 1700, is 
before us. 

-  Jour.—Les Romains divifoient le jeur en quatre parties, fa. 
VOiE; prime, tierce, fexte etnane, Prime commencoit A 6 heures, tierce 
Ag, fexte A iz, et none 23. Le matin, mane, duroit, jufqu’ 
a midi, et aprés midi venoit ce qu’ils appeloient meridiei incli. 
gatio.’’ i 

It is almoft inspoflible to give a defcription of the Roman day 
ia words more remote from the truth than thofe juft quoted. That 
nation did not divide the natural day into 24 equal parts, calcu- 
lated by twice 12.twelve hours,and begin to reckon from midnight, 
as is the cuftom in Britain apd France 5 yet this is the very idea 
which Pornin muft have intended toconvey, With them the da 
always contained 1g-hours, The firft began when the upper lim 
of the fun appeared above the horifon, and the twelfth terminated 
with bis fetting. Hence it is manifeft that their hours were fub. 
jeét to perpetual change, —longeft in fummer, and fhorteft in win. 
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ter, and equal to ours in length, only at the two 

This, in Britain, is known to every f{chool-boy, who has made 
any progrefs in Roman literature; and who, therefore, with truth, 
confiders that Hora Hiberna and Hora breviffima are expreffions ex- 
aly fimilar in import. The four divifions of the day above 
mentioned, are a fiction of the author’s own, or of fome one 
equally ignorant of Roman antiquities. 

But neither our plan nor time will admit of farther enlargement. 
We only add, that if the claflical attainments of Latin teachers in 
Franee do not greatly furpafs thofe of Mr. Pornin, Roman litera. 
ture in that country, like Roman liberty, muft have been blafted 
by the peftilential breath of the Tyrant. 


AGRICULTURE. 


Art. 20. Tratedo fobre el Ganado Merino, ylas Lanas Finds ae 
Espana. Por Dy Gulierme Bowles; or, a Treatife ox the 
Merino Sheep, and the fine Wools of Spain. By William Bowles, 
Rendered into Englif> by E. D. Edited by T. R. Quarto, 

- 26 pp. Rodd and Boofey, 1811. 


The original treatife, in Spanith, is here printed, on the left 
hand page ; and the tranflation, well executed, on the oppofite 


e, 

This tranflation, ** fo interefting to the Englith gentleman and 
farmer by the recent introduction of the Merino Sheep, was made 
by a gentleman of the army, under the impreffion of its great 
utility.’’ We think the public much indebted to the tranflator ; 
aad we doubt not that the treatife will be read by all who are at. 
tentive to a faubject, which, at this time, very properly engages 
much attention in this country. The memoirs of the life of Mr, 
Bowles, are interefting. He died at Madrid, in 1780, aged 
about 76 years. ‘* There are,’” he fays, ‘* in Spain, two fpecica 
of theep; the coarfe.woolled, that do vot migrate, but’ pafs the 
whole of their lives in the country where they are dropped, and 
are penned in their refpective yards or folds ; and the fine-woolled, 
that go regularly every year, from the mountains where they 
ps the fummer, to the warm paftures of the fouthern parts of the 
<ingdem, as La Mancha, Eftremadora, and Andalufia, and are 
called Merinos, or migrating theep, whofe nambec is computed at 
five millions.’? P. 3. Here many readers will learn, that Merine 
is not the name of a couxtry, from which thefe fheep were originally 
brought, and which has often been in vain looked for in geogra. 
phical dictionaries; but that it fignifies migrating from one part 
of a country (or one climate) to another. ‘1 he natural hiftory here 
prefented tous, of thefe fheep, is concifely and well givens and 
docs not admit of an abridgement ; but may be read with much 
satereft and entertainment. The letter fubjoined, from a gen. 
‘ G 3 . tieman 
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tleman in) Spain, adds little to what we had before read ; though 
probably much to the price of the book, which fhould have been 
announced in the title page. - The preface concludes with a fhort 
fcheme, for thefummer feed of Merino fheep; or, the migration 
of fheep from one part of England to another. ' 


LAW. 


Arr. 21. ATreatife on the Statute of Limitations, 21 Fat. 1. 
 é. 16.) By William Ballantyzc, E/q. of the Iuner Temple, 8vo0, 
pp. 250. 78 6d. Butterworth. 1810, 


Readings or treatifes upon feparate ftatutes, as they are among 
the moft ancient, fo. are they among the moit beneficial effays 
for the profeffion.. The older flatutes have generally in them the 
charaéteriftics of wifdom, knowledge and reflection, ‘They were 
feldom framed on what is called ‘ the fpur of the occafion,’ and 
the grave, old-fafhioned lawyers who debated on them, were not 
fond of permitting the general fyftem eftablifhed by their anceftors 
to be rafhly and injurioufly invaded, In the parliamentary pro- 
ceedings which are recorded of the 17th century, it feems to have 
been a frequent, and a prevailing objection againft a claufe, or 
againft a bill, that it was contrary to law, that is, that it did not 
conform to the general views of legal regulation. But the flood 
of bufinefs which has, of late years, burft in upon the fenate, feems 
to have borne down all regard to general legiflation. Revenue 
and police have made ftrange alterations in the fyftem of public 
law, and chartered bodies ; ard parochial and paving committees 
have obtained, at different times, in their feveral adis, fuch ex. 
traordinary rights and exemptions, that the uniformity of the 
fyftem is completely deftroyed, and the law of one parith of cor- 
poration is often diametrically oppofite to that of all the reft of 
the kingdom. 

The ftatute of limitations, a wife and excellent law, engaged 
the attention of Mr. Ballantyne, as being reftrittive of a common 
law right, general in its application, and conclufive in its effect, 
and becaufe the intention of the legiflature is not manifefted in 
the wording of it, as appears by the many queitions that have 
#rifen.on its conftruction. Thefe queftions, for.the moft part, 
have not arifen from the imperfeét wording of the ftatute, but 
from an unaccountable relaxation in the conftruction put upon it 
by judges. To plead this ftatute in anfwer to a debt or contract, 
is always treated in court as difingennous if not difhoneft ; and pre- 
judice being thus armed, judges have departed from the ftri@ 
reading of the law, and -allowed the flighteft verbal promife or 
acknowledgment by a defendant to have fufficient force to rein- 
ftate the plaintiff in his rights. ° If fuch a contruction is favourable 
to juitice, it muft be becavfe the ftatute is founded on -injuftice ;- 


bus 
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but the effect has been to occafion more trick and perhaps more 
perjury, than is praétifed in any.other part of the adminiftration 
of the law. In Scotland, the ftatute of limitations can only be 
fuperfeded by a diftinét, advifed and folemn recognition by the 
“defendant of the juftice of the plaintiff's claims. This ftri€tnefs 
is certainly more conducive to correttnefs of decifion and pari 
of practice, than the liberal laxity which has prevailed in England ; 
and it is worthy to be obferved that thefe cafes arife only in ac. 
tions of afflumpfit, the other actions affected by the ftatute not 
having received the fame extenfion in their conftruction. 

Mr. Ballantyne, purfuing the claufes of the act, treats, firft of 
its effect on writs of formedon; 2d. On the right of entry; 3d. 
On the provifo affecting this branch of the fubjett; 4th. Of ac. 
tions on contracts; sth. On thofe on torts; 6th. Of the com. 
mencing of aétions ; 7th. Of the fourth fection in the ftatute ; 
Sth. Of the provifo in the feventh fection, in favour of perfons 
under age, covert, non compos, imprifoned, or beyond the feas ; 
oth. What reftores the remedy; and ioth. Of pleading eh 
ftatute. ; 

In each of thefe divifions, Mr. Ballantyne has fuccin@ly ex. 
plained the law, and cited the principai cafes applicable to the 
fubje&t, and on the whole, his work, if not highly ufeful to the 
lawyer of profound knowledge and great practice, will be of 
confiderable value to the ftudent, and to the praGifer <o whom 
ftudy and habit have not yet rendered familiar ‘all the decifions 
on the various parts of this valuable ftatute. 


Art. 22. <A Collefion of A&s of Parliament, relative to County 
and Borough Eleéions, with References to feveral reported Cafes, 
containing the Determinations of the Houfe of Commons. In Taw 
Parts, Chronolegically arranged with a copious Index, By John 
Difney, of the Inner Temple, Efg. Barrier at Law. 8vo, 
pp: 358. 9s. Clarkeand Sons, 1831, 


In fpeculation, ‘few efforts are fo much undervalued as the la- 
bour which is employed on the collection and arrangement of 
ftatutes, rules, orders of court and other mandatory and dire¢tory 
proceedings on any given fubje&; but, in practice, few works are 
fo loudly demanded when fcarce, or fo gratefully recvived when 
produced or renewed, as thefe very compilations, For fome time’ 
before the lalt two diffolutions of Parliament, the collection of 
ftatutes, by Mr. Troward was generally enquired for,’ but could 
not be obtained without confiderable difficulty. To have repub. 
lifhed it without’ addition, would have been an ofelefs and almoft 
a fraudulent attempt, for as Mr. Difney rightly obferves, fince the 
year 1796, at which time Mr. Troward’s ‘collection. was pro. 
duced, many moft important ats have been paffed on the fabjee 
of Eleétions in England only, exclufive of Ireland. 

The fcarcity of this imperfeét work, and the profpect of a gene. 
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ral Eleétion induced the Editor to undertake a republication of 
thefe atts, including all which have been pafied down to the prefent 
time ; and, in order to make the work more complete, he has added 
references to feveral reported cafes in which the aéts have been 
fabjects of confiderations before committees. He has alfo made a 
new arrangement of his matter, feparating the acts which regulate 
toceedings at the Poll-booth, from thofe which are moft wanted 
fore the Committee, and he profeffes to have fupplied an Index 
as copious and correct as poflible, to anfwer, as far as may be, the 
purpofe of. a digeft. 

All that Mr. Difney promifés is faithfully performed. The 
teferences are very fhoft, and principally to the Reports of Mr. 
Douglas and Mr. Peckwell, The Index is ufeful, and if not com, 
= every underftanding, the author has the apology of Lord 

oke, that, ‘* although tables and abridgments are moft ptofit- 
able to the makers, yet they are not altogether unferviceable to 
others,’* 


Art. 23. A Pra&ical Treatife on Pleading in Affumpft, by Ed. - 
. ward Lawes, Ef. of the Inner Temple, Barrifter at Law, 8vo, 
pp- 863. 1), 11s. 6d. Reed. 1810, 


Pleading, Mr. Lawes obferves, (ud he quotes Wynne, Eaft 
and Bofanquet and Puller to prove it) is, properly, a feience. . If 


this {cience then, is not in thefe times perfectly underftood, it is 
Owing to the negligence, ftupidity or untractablenefs of the itu. 


dents, and not to the want of inftru€tors or of books on the fub- 
jet. Befide the old works, which furnifhed the anceftors of 
modern fpecial pleaders with their knowledge, recent times have 
been very prododtive in effays, colle&tions, treatifes, and vade-. 
mecums to facilitate this fcience, In 1809, Mr, Chitry put 
forth two large and ufeful volumes on the fubject ; in 1806 Mr, 
E. Lawes himfelf publithed a fenfible, fmall, elementary tract, 
comprifing, as he now obferves, the theoretical outline of the 
fcience ; and he has followed it with a bulky o€tavo, produced, 
as he fays, becaufe, he had ‘* always conceived that the Left prace 
tical elucidation of the fabjeét would confift of a kind of commen, 
tary, on the different parts of the declaration and pleadings in 
each particular aftion; as hy adopting this mode, the precedent, 
on which auy queftion might arife in ice, would of itfelf, ag 
it were, form an index, by which the particular information de. 
figeg might be moft readily found,** , 

‘Of the volume before us, it would be 9 vain and ufelefs attempt 
to give a regular analyfis. The heads of the different chapters 
afford a fuflicient view of the {cope of the author's undertakifig, 
and they are here briefly recapitulated, for the ufe of the profel, 
fional reader, who may not have feen the book. They are; 
1. Of the different forms a Ft a affumpfit; 2. Of the 
inducement in fpecial affumpfit; 3. Of the confideration; 4. red 
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the promife; 5.6, Of the averments of performance or excufe of 
performance ; 7. Of the averments of notice, &c. 8, Of the aver. 
ments of requeft; 9. Of the breach; to. 11. Of the declaration 
in fpecial affumpfit, on bills of exchange, &c. 12. ‘On policies of 
infurance ;. 19. 14. Of indeditatus counts; 15. Of the counts.on 
a quantum mernit, ot quantum valebant ; 16. Of pleas, &c, in de- 
nial; 17. In avoidance; 18, In performance, and excufe thereof ; 
19. 20. In difcharge; and 21. Of pleas, &c. by and againft exe. 
cutors and adminiftrators. 

Under thefe heads, the author has arranged all the knowledge 
which is applicable to the ation on which he treats, If there is 
a fault to be found with the work, it is that in copioufnefs it ra- 
ther exceeds expectation, but this is hardly to be feriovfly ob. 
jected againft fuch a treatife as the prefent. Befide the. publithed 
reports, Mr. Lawes has been affifted by the communications of 
fome cafes in M.S. from Mr, George Wilfon. _ Their correct. 
nefs’ cannot be doubted, and their value is very confiderable, ef. 
pecially as many of them arofe at a period of the prefent reign 
which is net comprifed in any publithed book of Reports. Thefe 
cafes are twenty-eight in number, and are printed at length, in 
the form of notes on the paffages to which they =PPly. | | 

Every work which extends and facilitates the knowledge of 
fpecial pleading is a great benefit to the profeffion, for fo much of 
the fuccefs of the advocate and the fafety of the fuitor depend on _ 
it, that it feems to be the greateft requifite in Court. Correét. 
nefs in the ftatements on the record is undoubtedly of the higheit 
value and importance, but yet it is lamentable to fee fo many 
men facrificing their whole lives and labours to fpecial pleading 
atone, It is among the misfortunes of thefe times, that in a long 
lift of caufes, the great probability fhall be, that, at leaft in one 
out of every three, the plaintiff will be nonfulted, or perfuaded by 
his own counfel to withdraw his record, becaufe the form of the 
a€tion has been in {6me flight degree mifconceived, becaufe the 
fpecial matter cannot be given in evidence under the general aver. 
ment, or becaufe fome immaterial fa& has been alledged, and the 
proof of it has failed, although ic may be conceded, on all hands, 
that if it had not been alledged, there would have beén ho 
neceflity for proving it. The frequent recurrence of thefe 
inftances has contributed to give to mediocrity at the bar 
an afcendaney over genius and eloquence; to fet mere aftutenefs 
above learning and wifdom ; and, in a word to make the /ciexce 
of fpecial pleading infinitely more valuable than the arts of, rhe. 
toric ‘and logic, | 


Art. 24. Remarks upon the propofed Improvements of the Bills for 
Parifh Regifters; ordered to be printed, Jan, zi, 1811. Te 
which is added, a fecond Edition (amended) of Forms of, atd Ob- 
Servations upon, Parifo Regifiers ; particularly Marriage Regiflers. 
Ay the Rev. 8. Partridge, M.A, FSA. Vicar of Boften, se 
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of Wigtoft with Quadring, Chaplain to the Right Honourable Lard 
Gwydir. 8vo. sopp. 23. 6d. Printed and fold by Town- 
key, Boiton. Rivingtons. 1812. 


Thefe remarks have the advantage of being produced by a mofl 
able and experienced minifter of a very large parith, who 
has long turned his mind to the precife objects of the Bill, on which 
be has here publifhed his remarks, He 1s, befides, a very a¢tive 
jaflice of the peace, and fully exercifed in every branch and parti- 
colar of parochial bufinefs. To give further weight to his obfer- 
vations, he is a man of the higheft character, a found divine, a 
warm and ative friend ro the conftitution in church and fate : 
and, ina word, exactly fuch a man, as to character, abilities, 
and knowledge, as perfons wifhing to form new regulations, fuch 
as are intended by the propofed bill, ought particularly to feek 
the opportunity of confulting. Having faid this, we thall give 
no more of the: prefent publication than the fhort ftatement pre. 
fixed, in thefe words :— 
*¢ That the original purpofe of this Bill was, to render great 
fervice to the public, without detriment to any defcription of 
ons, particularly to the minifters of the eftablithed church, can 
be doubted by no perfon who has heard of the Mover of it. Nor 
will any one doabt that the Honourable Houfe, in which it was 
moved, did concur in this entire purpofe. Whether the Jatter 
rt of it was accidentally overlooked or not, by thofe who had 
the difficult tafk of amending: will appear from the following ex- 
tracts and remuarks.’’ 


EDUCATION, 


Art. 25. National Education; or a foart Account of the Eforts 
awhich have been made to educate the Children of the Poor, ac« 
cording ta the new Syftem invented by the Rev. Dr. Bell; ine 
cluding an Account of the recent Efablifoment of the National 
Seciety: To avhich is fubjeined, a Letter on the Subje& of National 
faucation. pp. 24. 6d. Hatchard; Wilfon, and J. Walker. 
s5it2. 


This little tract muft prove acceptable to every fincere friend 
of our Church eftablifhment. Jt is ftated in the advertifement 
that the matter comprifed in it “ appeared originally in the 
newfpaper called the National Advifer, and is now republifhed in 
this form in compliance with the requeft of feverai clergy nen 
amd gentlemen, warm friends of our ecclefiaftical eftablifhment, 
ami acalous advocates for the education of the poor in the prin- 
ciples of the National Religion. The account of the efforts 
which have been made to educate the children of the poor ac. 
cording to the new fyftem, and of the recent eftablifhment of the 
National 
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National Society, was drawn up (it is ftated) by a gentleman, 
who has long been atively engaged in the caufe, and may 
therefore be prefumed to — a complete kyowledge of the 
fubje&t. ‘The letter which follows was drawn up by a diftin. 


guifhed member of the Church.”’ 


This account of what has been done, -and of the noble efforts 
which are now making, to educate the poor, is perhaps one 
among the beft which have yet appeared in fo fmall compafs. 
The following obfervations on Mr. Lancafter’s plan of education 
afford a very favourable fpecimen: ‘* The avowed purpofe of 
Mr. Lancafter, with refpe& to religious inftruction, was fimply 
to teach the children to read the facred fcriptures, without oral 
or other comment, which aa give their minds a bias in favour 
of any particular profeffion of Chriftianity. The choice of their 
creed was left wholly to themfelves, or to their parents. ‘This 
total indifference to a matter of fuch tranfcendant importance, 
both to the community at large, and to the children themfelves, 
was inculcated under the fpecious appellation of /iberality—a fort 
of liberality, however, which goes to delude the people into a 
belief, that preachers and teachers of religion are by no means 
neceflary, and which, indeed, it is difficult to reconcile with fin. 
cere religious belief in thofe who afe its advocates, If Mr, 
Lancafter had taught the peculiar tenets of his own fe@& in his 
fchools, we fhould not have been furprifed, nor have been dif. 
pofed to blame him ; but that a man, profeffing to be a Chriftian, 
fhould make it a matter of boaft that he taught no religion at all 
to his children, is enough to roufe the moft luke-warm to an ex. 
preffion of furprife, and indignation. Mr. Lancafter, by not en. 
deavouring to inftruét his children in fome particular profeffion of 
Chriftianity, expofed them to the danger. of not embracing it in 
any form, and therefore, by aiming at a liberality too unbounded 
for any mortal to cherifh with unmixed fincerity, he was, in fa@, 
betraying the great caufe of religion itfelf.’’ 

The refle€tions which are fubjoined, on the fubje& of National 
Education, accord entirely with our own fentiments, and are 
evidently the production of an able pen. We will not, however, 
give an extract from this part of the publication, becaufe it ap. 
pears in fo cheap a form, that we think moft of our readers who 
feel an intereft in the great caufe which it is calculated to fup. 
port, will be difpofed to purchafe it. 


DIVINITY. 


Art. 26. Sermons, Charges, and Tracts, new firft colle&ied inte @ 
Volume. By Shute, Bijoop of Durham, 8vo. 446 pp. 12%. 
Rivingtons. 1811. 


As the principal contents of this valuable volume muft have receiv. 
ed our fpecific attentionat their proper times and places, it feems only 
neceflary 
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neceffary to announce to our readers, that they have now an oppor. 
tunity offered of obtaining, in a collected form, what could not 
previoufly be had withour much pains and trouble. 

We hall be fatisfied, therciore, with recapitulatig the con. 

tents. ' 
«¢ A Sermon before the Lords, on Jan. 30, 1772.—A Sermon 
before the Society for the Propagation of the Gofpel in Foreign 
Parts, Feb. 17, 1775.-—A Sermon. hefore the Lords, Feb. 27, 
1705, a Day of General Faft.—A Charge to the Clergy of the 
Diocefe of Sarum, 1783.—A Letter to, the Clergy of the fame 
Diocefe.—A Charge to the Clergy of the Diocefe of Durham, 
1792.—A Charge to the Clergy of the fame Diocefe, 1797— 
A Circular Letter to the acting Maziftrates of the county of Dur. 
ham.—A Charge to the Churchwardens of the Diocefe of Durham 
in 1801.—A Charge to the Clergy of Durham, 1801.—<A Charge 
to the Clergy of the fame Diocete, 1806. 

‘¢ The Grounds on which the Church of England feparated from 
the Church of Rome reconfidered, in a View of the Romith 
Doétrine of the Eucharift, with an Explanation of the antepenul- 
timate Anfwer in the Church Catechifm, 

** Grounds of Union between the Churches of England and of 
Rome confidered, in a Charge to the Clergy of Durham, io 
1810.” 

Our fenfe of the great importance and value of thefe different 
Sermons and Traéts has been before and fuitably exprefied. We 
have only, therefore, to return our beft thanks to this excellent 
and venerable Prelate, for enabling us to contemplate, at one 
view, the extent of his fervices to the caufe of religion and piety 
May he yet live to fee their beneficial operation and falutary 
effects, 


Art. 27. The Duty of Alm/{giving for the Support of Lunatics, a 
‘ Sermon, preached in the Collegiate Church of Southwell, in the 
. County of Nottingham, October 27, i811. By the Rew. W, 


Barrow, LL.D, and FAS. 30 pp. Price 1s. Newarky 
printed. Rivingtons, London, 1811. 


The prefent difcourfe, though written, according to the av. 
thor’s flatement in an advertifemert prefixed, at the call of the 
moment, intended only as an exhortation in a parifh church, and 
publifhed, with fome relu€tance, at the requeft of the audience, will 
by no means detratt from his former reputation. ‘The text, at firft 
fight, will appear fomewhar curious :—John xiii. 27. ‘* Then 
faid Jefus unto him, what thou doett, do quickty.’’ But it is 
taken for the purpofe of an attempt to prove from thé context, in 
appofition to a received opinion, that the parents of our Saviour 
were not in fuch narrow cireumftances, but that he was able to 

ive alms to the poor, anc in this virtwe as in every other, to 
ie aianz example, that wwe ould follew his cps. This idea 
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will be new to many of our. readers. It isy however, 'fupported 
with equal candour and ingenuity, and the tranfition from this 
difquifition to the immediate objeét of the difcourfe is very well 
managed. The fermon was preached, and is,now publithed and . 
fold, for the benefit of an excellent inftitution, a General Lunatic 
Afylum, lately erected near Nottingham; and from: the utility 
of fuch an inftitation, as well as the merits of the fermon, we are 
difpofed to give it all the publicity in our power. The author 
evidently had the fubject of his addrefs fincerely at heart, and 
what his humanity diated, his pen has. well expreifed. We 
fhall conclude our remarks with two fhort extra&ts, and we truft 
that, without further encomium from us, they will: recommend 
the whole fermon to the attention of our readers. In the former, 
the author combats the prevailing opinion, that lunatics are fe- 
gured from anifery by their want of feeling ; and in the fecond, en 
forces, from their helplefs condition, their peculiar claim to our 
charity. 
‘1 may be told, perhaps, that the poor lunatic ftands the lefs 
in need of our pity and affiftance, becaufe he appears to be infenfi. 
ble to the evils that he endures : becaufe againft him affliGion her. 
felf appears to throw her poifoned arrows without effec. But .is 
this the true ftate of the cafe, is there not much greater reafon to 
fear that he fuffers with more than common acutenefs! Is his, in. 
ceffant reftleffnefs, his perpetual with to change his place or pof- 
tures this the fymptom of infenfibility ? are fullen filence, 
diftorted features, or ftarts of terror—are thefe the indications of 
a mind at eafé ? ate fudden gufts of paflion, of violence, and of 
clamour—are thefe the expreflion of fatisfa€tion and content ? No, 
No. Though his reafon is overthrown, ‘his fenfes have not loft, 
the power. Though the mind is in ruins, his body has not ceafed 
to feel. Does he not ftill experience the common wants and the 
common. propenfities of his nature? Do not his limbs ftilf 
thrink at the pelting of the ftorm? Does not his heart ftill trem. 
ble at the horrors of his own imagination ? ¢ O84 
‘It has been well obferved that the mirth of a madman is 
almoft always mifchief: and I fear it is mifchief, becaufe he feels 
it to be mifery. He is malignant becaufe he is wretched; and 
wifhes to infli€t upon others fome portion of the anguifh that he 
endures. His eye'befpeaks vacancy, not animation. His fmile 
is without cheerfiliel his gaiety without delight. "Z7: moody. 
madnefs laughing wild amidf feveref woe.'’ P. 20. e 
** In the prefent inftance you cannot doubt but the obje&s that: 
i recommend, ate jultly entitled to your cate, Other needy, 
men may have been unwilling to exert theit own powers for their, 
own good. The poor lunatic has ho powers to be exerted. Other 
needy men may have dif{regarded, the motives to diligence, or the 
principles of virtue. The poor lunatic knows nothing of motives 
Of virtues, or prineiples. He has forgotten the moft familiar dif4 


tinGtions of right and wrong. He has no judgment to dirett his 
conduét, 
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conduét, no mind to guide his hand. As he is not mafter of his 
own actions, he cannot give offence to his benefactors. His 
errors cannot harden your hearts againft him. As he cannot be 
expeéted to perform, he cannot be underftood to violate, the duties 
of a neighbour or a friend. He proclaims no doétrines hoftile to 
the public peace. He takes no part im the tranfactions of any 
fufpicious fociety. He is attached to no fect in the church. He 
71T t fupports mo party in the ftate. He is known only by negatives 
mag. 3 and privations; by what he wants and what he has loft. The 
aay Jews had no dealings with the Samaritans. Yet to the Jew, that 
, hee was left naked and wounded by robbers, the Samaritan was con- 

ae fidered asa neighbour. One man may be of Paul, and her of 
Apollos; but charity is always of Chriit.”” P. 26. 





Arr. 28. A Sermon preached in Boften, America, April 5, 1810; 
the Day of the Public Fo. By William Ellery Channing, Paftor 
of the Church in Federal-frect. Publifoed at the Requcft of the 
Hearers. Bofton. London reprinted, is, 6d.  Hatchard. 
r8t3. 


The obje& of this animated and excellent difcourfe is to cor- 
roborate the impreffion lately made on the public mind, by the 
Letter on the Genius and Difpofitions of the French Government, 
lately reprinted in England. The author of that Letter vifited 
France with the ftrongeft impreffions of partiality in its favour; 
and the ultimate refult of careful inveftigation, was difguft and an- 
tipathy. The text of this difcourfe is Matt. xvi. 3. ‘ Can ye 
not difcern the figns of the times ?’? He begins with explaining 
what thefe figns are, viz. a new government in the heart of 
Europe, having onc end fteadily in view, the creation ef an ir- 
refiftible military power. He expatiates.on the character of the. 
formidable director of this power, and fees nothing but what is 
overwhelming and difheartening. Who ever enjoyed fuch power 
without abufing it? and little as America may feem to be an 
object of his care, he there hopes to fix a mortal wound on Eng- 
land. But, perhaps, he may only want the alliance of America? 
Her alliance, emphatically exclaims the writer, look to Venice, 
Switzerland, Holland, and, above all, to Spain, He then for- 
cibly defcribes the internal fituation of France, drinking to the 
¢ that cup fhe has mixed for other nations. The preacher 
is remarkably fpirited, recommending his countrymen to forbear 
from yielding to the malignant paffions of the heart, but to cul- 
peea tivate a benevolent and generous patriotifm ; and, above all, the 
Meet al truth and practice of the gofpel of Chrift. This is a truly ex. 
eyhaiy cellent difcourfe, 














MISCELLANIES. 


Ant. 29. Profpeus of an Infitution for the Relief of the epuleny 
Blind, and for educating them in Reading, Writing, Arithmetic, 
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Mujic, Geography, Mathematics, Languages, Hiftery, Bellet 
Lettres, Natural aud Moral Philofophy, Sc. Sc. Fc. Conforms 
able to the original Arrangements of the celebrated M. Hawy, in 
his Eftablifoment for the Education of the Blind, Rue wnétre 
Dame des Vi@oires, at Paris, inftituted under the San@ion of the 
French Academy, and the Patronage of the King, Queen, and 
Royal Family of France, in the Year 1784. 8vo, 18 pp, 
ts. Hatchard, &c. 1810. 


The benevolent eftablifhment for the inftrufion of the indi. 
gent blind in Sr, George’s fields is well known and juftly ap- 
proved ;) an inftitution for the re/ief of the opxlent blind appears 
at firft a paradox ; but be mot alarmed reader, it means no more 
than a School or Academy ‘for their inftruction, where they are 
to be boarded, in the houfe, or in the neighbourhood, as circum. 
flances may. direét. ‘The undertaker of the plan is Mr. C. Bonner, 
of No. 5, ‘Profpect-place, Chelfea, who, though he argues rather 
faperfinoufly upon the advantage of inftruction to the blind, of 
which no one can poffibly doubt, may be, for ought we know, 
a very competent teacher; and is fanétioned by the patronage of 
the Duke of York, and apparently of the Duke of Suflex, to 
whom he dedicates his Profpectus. It is, in fat, the advertife. 
ment. of a School. 


Art. 30. , Memoirs of the Life of Prince Potemkin, Field Marfhal 
and Commander in Chief of the Ruffian Army, Grand Admiral of 
the’ Fleet, Knight of the Principal Ordérs of Priffia, Sanedemy’ 
and Poland, and of all the Orders of Rufia, Se. Ge. : comprea 
ending original Anecdotes of Catherine the Second, and. of the 
Ruffian Court, Tranjflated from the German. 80. 73. Col» 
bourn, 1812. = 


All the more particular faéts and anecdotes involved in the life: 
of this extraordinary man have before been communicated to the » 
Englith public by Mr. Tooke, in his Memoirs of the Emprefs 
Catherine. More circumftantial details will, certainly, here be 
found, and more particularly with refpe¢t to the fucceflion of favou. - 
rites, who, at different periods, engaged the moft intimate confi. ° 
dence of the Ruffian Meffalina. Potemkin, however, triumphed 
overall; and, till the final termination of his irregular life, en.° 
joyed his power, and complete afcendancy over the mind, and in 
the councils of his fovereign. ‘ihe book will be found very 
amufing, and is a defirable addition to our biographical collec. 
tions, A portrait of Potemkin is prefixed, but of no extraordi- 
nary merit, 
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MONTHLY LIST OF PUBLICATIONS. 


DivrniTy,. 


A SeleGion from Bithop Horne's Commentary on the Palms. By Lindley 
Murray. Ss, 

A Letter to a Friend, containing fome Obfervations on Mr. Falconer’s 
Critique on Mr. Evanton’s Diffonance, To which are annexed, a few Ex- 
traéts trom Dr, Enfield’s Hiftery of Philofophy. 1s. 

Chrittian India, or an Appeal in Behalf of 900,000 Chriftians in India 
who want the Bible. A Sermon preache@ at Calcutta, Tuelday, Jan, 1, 
1811, for promoting the Objects of the Britith and Foreign Bible Society. 
By Henry Martio, .D. Fell. of St. John’s Coll, Cambridge, and Chaplain 
to the Hon. Eaft India Company in Bengal. 2s. 

Proceedings at the public Meeting, held at the Town-hall, Cambridge, Dec, 
12, 1813, for the Purpete of taking inte Confideration the Prapolal of eftab- 
lifhing au Auxiliary ible Society, In Aid of the Britih and Foreign Bible 
Society. 2s. 

Two Ditcourfes, preached before the Univerfity of Cambridge, on the 
Dectrine of a Particular Providence, and on Modern Unitarianifm ; with Notes 
referring to fome recent Opinions and Publications on thete Subjects. By 
George Oyley, B.D. Fell. of Corpus Coll. and Chriftian Advocate in 
Cambridge. 3s, 

-A Sermon preached before the Governors of the Scotti Hofpital in Lon- 
dom Nov. 24, beng the Sunday preceding their Anmverfary Meeting on St. 
Andrew's Day, 1811. By Robert Young, D.D. gs. 

A Defence of the ancient Faith, or five Sermons in Proof of the Chriftian 
Religion. By the Rev. Peter Gandolfy. 4s. 

\ A’ Letter addrefled to the Members of the Ftiablithed Church conneéted. 
oe Brith and Foreign Bible Society, on the Subject of an Addteis to 
tht Society by the Lancaftrian School Society. By a Member of the Brith 
efd Foreign Bible Society. 

‘Fatther Obfervations on the Britith and Foreign Bible Society, in Anfwer 
to a Letter to the Right Hon. N. Vaniittart, M, P. to the Rev, Dr. Mart, of 
Lomtricge. Hy the Rev. J. H. Spry, M,@. Minifter of Chri Church, 

th. 1s, 

A Letter to George Enfor, Rig. To which are added, Reafons for being 
"a Chrittian; in Antwer to his Book againft the Ohritian Religion. By the 
Rev. Edward Ryan, D.D. Author of the Hittory of the Effeéts of Religion 
eh Mankind, and of other Works. @s. 6d. 


nNIisTORY, 


Voyages and Travels in the Years 1609, 1810, and 1811; containing Sta- 
tiftical, Commereial, and Mifcellaneous Observations on Gibraitar, Sardinia, 
Sicily, Malta, &c, By Jebn Gait. 

‘An Account of the Congueft of the Ifes af Mauritius, &c. with fome 
Notices ef the Hiftory, Soil, Produéts, &c. By two Officers, who ferved on 
the Expedition. @ vols. 8s. 6d. ' 


BIOGRAPHY. F 

‘Panerai Orations in Praife of Military Men. Trenfated ftom the Greek 
of Th ides, Plato, and Lytiws ; with expianetory Notes, and fome Ac- 
count of the Authors. By the Rev. Thomas Broadharft, 8vo. 16s. 

Memoirs of Joon D'Are, or Du Lys, commonly called the Maid of Or. 
leans ; chiefly trom the French of the Abbe Langlet du Fresnoy, witht un Ap- 
pendix and Notes. By George Ann Grave. 7s. 6d. 

A tew Remarks, addreffed to John Barnard Trotter, Ef. on the fcandalous 
Attack made on the Character of the Right Hon. Wim. Pitt in his Memoirs 
wf the Right Hon C. J. Fox. @s. 6d, 

Biographies Diematica, originally compiled by David Ertkine Baker, con- 
\idwed to the Year 1764, thence to 178%, by Ifaac Reed, F. A. S. and brought 

down 
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down to the End of November 1811, with confiderable Additions and In. 
provements thr ughout, by Stephen Jones. 3 vols. vo. @l. Bs. 

The Lite of Zwingle, the Swils Reformer. By J. G, Mets, Tranfated 
from the French by Jitis Auk 10s. od. 


CLASSICS. 

Caii Julii Crefaris Opera omnia ; ad optimorum exemplarium fidem recens 
fita, Netadas fermone Anclicano cxaratis tluftrata, et indice Nominum 
privrum uberrimo iatiructa, im ulum Seholew Glafgueniis, Siudie Joannig” 
Dymock. 3s, 6d, bound, 

. MEDICAL, 

The Second Part of a Differtation on the Foot of the Horfe, and Shoeing, 
Ly racy Clark, F. L.S. Veterinary Surgeon. 10s. 6d, 

“Lhe Morbid Anatomy of the Hunan Gullet, Stomach, and Inteftines, By 
Alex. Monro, jun. M.D. FL RLS. EB. 80, 1h 18s. 

Letiers to a Student of Medicine, on his commencing Practice ; containing 
a Cowpariton of the Condition of Naval, Military, and Private Practinoners 
with «a tew Directions for Medical Gentlemen, who propoie enterng the 
Hoyal Navy, By John Strang, Surgeon. gs. 

Lie Table of Health, or Twenty four Golden Rules for the Prevention 
aud Cure of the moti common Dileafes incrdent to the Human Body, By 
Joleph Taylor, 1s. 

Au kpitde to Prot, Coleman on the Effects his Veterinary Practice has had 
ou the Cavalry ot the United Kingdom; with Remarks on a curious Letter 
addr fled to the Prince Regent in Vindication of thai Practice. 15, 

LAW. 

A View of the Laws of Landed l’roperty in Ireland. By U. O’Dedy, 
“lg. ot Lincolu’s Inn, 4s. Gd. 

the Puilolophy of Evidence. By D. Mackinnon, Elq. of Gray's Inn, 
Barritler at Law. 3s. 

Animadveriions on the Bill for better regulating Parith Regifters. By a 
Yorkthire Rector, 1s. 

Keaarks upon, and propofed Improvements of, the Bull for Parsth Regifiers ; 
ordered io be printed, June v1, 1811. To whichis added, a fecond kditian, 
amended, of Forms of, and Obiervations upon, Parith Reyitiers; particu 
larly Marriage Kegilters. By the Rev, 1, Partridge, M.A. F. RLS, Vicar of 
Bolton, Linvoln, 2s, Gd. ry , 

POLITICS. 

A Word to the Wife, addrefled to the Villars of the Community, By an 
Oblerving Bye-tiander. 2s. 6d, 

The Memorial of General Sarrazin to the Englith Government, 2s, 6d. 

Money de Juro and Money de Faéto, a Summary ot the Effects of Legiflae 
tive [nterference in Support of depreciated and depreciating Bank Paper, 
on the various Ord: rs of Suciety and the Coniiitation of the »iate. 3s. od, 

A Letter to the Right Hou, Spencer Percival, ou the Subject of the alarm. 
ing lncreate of Re-assessments of Assessed Taxes, oceasioned by the Detal- 
cation of Collectors, partly owing to the Neglect of the Commiflioners tn not’ 
tnking good and tufhcient Security, bat mottly to the Impolicy of perantung 
‘Tradetmen to become Colleciors, Affeflors, or Surveyors. By a Houieholder 
of lotienham, 4%. 

A Letter on the Appreheufion of the Earl of Fingal, with an Account of 
the Ditpertion of the Catholic Committee, and ‘the Proceedugs of the Ag 
gregate Meeting, &c. By J.J. Dilion, Efq. 1s. 6d. ; 

Peace with France, embracing alfo fundry mifcellancous Topics, viz. Ships, 
Colonies, and Commerce, &e. Ys. 6d. 

Obfervations on fundry Subjects, more particularly thofe of Irclend, vis. 
the Union, Inland Navigation, Prifya Abuies, &c. By Edward Auyu.ius 
Morton, Efg. %s..6d, 

The Speech of James Stephen, Efg. in the Debate, March 6, 389°, on 
Mr. Wiytbread’s Motion relative to the late Overtures of the American ©. 
Verument. 3s, 6d, é' : 
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9g Leiter from Mr. Dutens. 


f POETRY. 
Night. 4s, 

The Royal Sprain, an Ode in the Pindaric Style. By Humphrey Hedge- 
hog. 4to. 2s. 6d. 

Catalonia, with Notes, illuftrative of the present Srate of Affuirs in the 
Yenmfula. 2s. Gd. ; 

NOVELS, 

Elton, or the Heroine of Sorrow, containing, among other interefting Mat. 
ter, an Anfwer to Rouffeau’s Defence of Suicide: 7s. 

The Adaulterefs, a Moral Tale. Dedicated to Mts, Weft, by an Englifh. 
wowan, 4 vols, 11. 1s, 

; MISCFTLANIES, 

An Addrefs to the Right Hon. the House of Peers of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britto and [reland, trom Mary, Counteis of Berkeley. 7s. 

Stubborn Facts, or a Brief View ot Princely Gratitude and Domefiic 
Suffering. By James Seymour Davies, Efq. late Affifignt Infpector-General 
of Berracks. 2s. 

AnAceount of the different Charities belonging to the Poor of the County 
of Nortoik, abridged trom the Returns, under Gilbert's Act, to the Houte of 
Commons m 1786, and from the Terriers in the Ofiice of the Lord Bithop of 
Norwich, By Zachary Clark. 74. 

The Ramous ‘Tendency of Auctioneering, and the Neceflity of reftraine 
ig it for the Benefit of Trade, demonftrated ina Letter to the Right Hon. 
Lerd Bathurft, Pretident of the Board of Trade. 9s. 6d. 


N. 3B. Accident prevented the infertion of the following 
? Letter laft Month. 
Mount-freet, 10th December, 1811. 
TO THE EDITOR.OF THE BRITISH CRITIC. 
SIR, 7 

IN your review of Dr. Clarke’s Travels in various Coun- 
tries of Europe, Afia, &c. you have quoted, out of that 
work, a-pallage wherein I find an unfair imputation laid on 
me, from which, I hope, you willie fo kind as to give me 
an opportunity to clear myfelf. 

I have too good an opinion of Dr. Clarke’s veracity, not 
to fuppofe that there muft have been fome mifunderftandin 
in his converfation with the refpeétable Plato, Archbifhop of 
Mofcow, mentioned p. 153 of his Travels. 

Dr. Clarke fays, that the learned Prelate complained to him 

Dutens's having publifbed his corref{pondence with him, wherein 

endeavoured to prove that the Pope was the Antichrilt, which 
had drawn upon bim the refentment of the Court of Rome. 

Firft, 1 never received any letter from the Metropolitan of 
Mofcow. The fact is this: having publifhed a work of 
Controverfy *, in which I had omitted to {peak of the doc- 
trine of the Greek church, becaufe I did not think myfelf 
fufficiently acquainted with it, a friend of mine, and of the 
Archbithop Plato, offered to have mv doubts cleared up by 


that learned Prelute. That friend conveved my queftions ; 











* « De L’tgtife, Du Pape, de queiques points de Controverfe, 
&c. &c. in 8vo.” 
he 
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he received and communicated to me the anfwer, in the form 
ol a Profeffion of Faith of the Bc Greek Church, 

Having had occafion to publifh another edition of my 
work, I afked my friend’s leave to print that excellent per- 
formance of the venerable Metropolitan, and I obtained it. 

Now, in that Profeflion of Faith, there is not the leaft 
hint given of the Pope’s being the Antichrift *; fo that it is 
extremely improbable that the candid Prelate fhould have 
made ufe of the fpeech which Dr. Clarke attributes to 
him: much lefs that he fhould have complained of his cor- 
refpondence with me being publifhed, when there was none ; 
or that he had endeavoured there to prove that the Pope is 
the Antichrift, when there is not a word about it, 

As to publifhing a Profeffion of Faith, it is nothing more 
than what has been generally done, !rom the primitive times 
of the Chriftian church to this. The Fathers of the church 
ufed to communicate to one another their profeflion of faith, 
which were publilhed to all the world. 

I have the honour to be, &c. &c. 
L. DUTENS. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


We are informed by the publifhers of Dr. Scott's Edition 
of the Arabian Nights, that, owing to the accident of our 
having feen only the {malleft Edition, we have been led into 
fome errors refpeéting that work.) (Brit. Crit. vol. 38, 
p- 556.) It appears that there: are thee fizes of the ‘work, 
of which the two larger contain fome Notes on the former 
Tales, an Appendix of very valuable materials, and fome 
copper-plate embellifhments, all of which were omitted in 
the {mall edition, for the fake of cheapnefs. This being the 
cafe, we cannot hefitate to fay that the publication is in all 
refpeéts what ought to fatisfy both the critic and the public, 

J. V. informs us that Sfavorinus is more eafily to be met 
with than we fuppofed (p. 651.) He then enters into a 
grammatical queflion about ever and never, on which he may 
fee Dr. Johnion’s opinion under the latter word, § 2..in hig 
Diionary, Lowth affents to his decifion. 

The Rev. John Evans has written .to inform us, that b 
the Common Enemy he meant only Lord Sidmouth’s Bill, 
But why that fhould have been deemed hoftile, which only 
endeavoured to make their preachers re{peétable, it itill feems 
impoflible for common fenfe to comprehend, 

A Cujflomer to the Britifh Critic points out in the beginning 
of Dr. Clarke’s Travels, the extraordinary miftake of aflert- 


* * See my Ocuvees MAés, in gto, page 162,” 
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ing * that it is awell known fae, that the earlieft Chriftians 
worthipped piétures.” Nothing, certainly, can be more 
contrary to faét. His other reinarks upon the: fame author, 
are undoubtedly more fevere than any which we were inclined 
to make. ~~. 





—_—---- 


LITERARY INTELLIGENCE, 


Mr. Maurice is engaged in a work which will be entitled 
Brabminical Fraud deteSted ; or the attempts of the Sacerdotal 
Tribe of India to inveli. their tabulous Deities and Heroes 
With the honours and ‘attributes of che Chnflian Metliah, 
examined, expofed, and defeated. 

We undemian that the feventh Edition of Thrnks-I-s0- 
mel now in the prefs, is to contain a new Preface, aud 
aePortrait of the Author ¢hinking to him/elf. 

The new edition of the late Bifhap. Percy's Reliques of 
Ancient Poetry wilt {peedily be publithed. 

An Anfwer to Ward's Errata of the Proteftant Bible, with 
an Appendix, contaiting a Review of the Pretace to the 
fourth edition of the Errata, by the Rev. Richard Grier, is 
juh seany for publication, | 

A fplendid. work in quarto, entitled, The Border 
Antiquiiles of England and Scciland delineated, 13 in great 
forwardnefs. The firfl part will appear on the 31it of 
March, and will be continued quarterly. It is intended ‘to 
exhibit {pecimens of #he architecture, fenlpture, and other 
veitiges of former ages from the earlieft times ‘to the union 
of the two Crowns. aac | 

Mr. Bonnycaftle will fneedily’ publifh in two o€tavo 
volumes, a Treatife on Algebra, in prattice and theory, 
adapted to the prefent ftate of the Science; and contaming 
many particulars relating to the difcoveries and’ improve- 
ments that have been made in this branch of Analyfis. This 
Work is defigned to form the fecond and third parts of the 
author's rntended general courfe of Mathematics. 

Kabington's Caflara, with a biographical and critical Effay, 
by ier. »A. Elton, the wanflator of Heliod, is repriming at: 

riftol, ' sia 

Mr. J. S. Browne propofes to publith, by Subfcription, a 
Catalogue of Bifhops, comaiming the fucceffion of Archbilhops 
and Biihops trom the Revolution of 1688 to the prefent time. 

Mr. James Smyth of the Cuftom Houfe, Hull, intends 
fhorily to publith, in an o@avo volume, a Treatife on the 
practice of the Cuftoms in the entry, &c. of goods imported, 





| ERRATUM. = 
- $B +0593 dine 11 from the bottom, for 1787 read 1807. 


